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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Urban  Forestry  Council 
Landmark  Tree  Committee 

NOTICE  OF  CANCELLED  MEETING 
Tuesday,  January  8,  2008,  4:00  p.m. 
Room  421,  City  Hall 


The  Tuesday,  January  8,  2008,  4:00  p.m.  Regular  Meeting  of  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council’s  Landmark  Tree  Committee  has  been  CANCELLED.  The 
next  Regular  Meeting  is  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  February  12,  2008  at  4:00 
p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421,  One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place  in  San 
Francisco.  An  agenda  will  be  prepared  and  distributed  at  least  72  hours 
prior  to  the  meeting.  If  you  have  any  questions,  please  contact  the  Council 
Secretary  at  (415)  355-3709.  You  may  also  visit  our  website  at 

http://sfaov.org/site/sfenvironment  meetina.asp?id=61012  for  additional  meeting  information. 


Respectfully  submitted  by, 
Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Posted:  January  3,  2008 
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SF  Environment 

Our  home.  Our  city.  Our  planet. 


Mayor 


GAVIN  NEWSOM 


JARED  BLUMENFELD 
Director 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Urban  Forestry  Council 
Landmark  Tree  Committee 

NOTICE  OF  CANCELLED  MEETING 
Tuesday,  February  12,  2008,  4:00  p.m. 
Room  421,  City  Hall 


The  Tuesday,  February  12,  2008,  4:00  p.m.  Regular  Meeting  of  the 

Urban  Forestry  Council’s  Landmark  Tree  Committee  has  been 
CANCELLED  due  to  a lack  of  quorum.  The  next  Regular  Meeting  is 
scheduled  for  Tuesday,  March  1 1 , 2008  at  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room 
421,  One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place  in  San  Francisco.  An  agenda  will 
be  prepared  and  distributed  at  least  72  hours  prior  to  the  meeting.  If  you 
have  any  questions,  please  contact  the  Council  Secretary  at  (415)  355- 
3709.  You  may  also  visit  our  website  at  http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  meetinq.asp?id=61012 
for  additional  meeting  information. 

Respectfully  submitted  by, 

Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Posted:  February  6,  2008 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Urban  Forestry  Council 
Landmark  Tree  Committee 

NOTICE  OF  CANCELLED  MEETING 
Tuesday,  March  11,  2008,4:00  p.m. 
Room  421,  City  Hall 


The  Tuesday,  March  11,  2008,  4:00  p.m.  Regular  Meeting  of  the 

Urban  Forestry  Council’s  Landmark  Tree  Committee  has  been 
CANCELLED  due  to  a lack  of  quorum.  The  next  Regular  Meeting  is 
scheduled  for  Tuesday,  April  8,  2008  at  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room 
421,  One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place  in  San  Francisco.  An  agenda 
will  be  prepared  and  distributed  at  least  72  hours  prior  to  the  meeting. 
If  you  have  any  questions,  please  contact  the  Council  Secretary  at 
(415)  355-3709.  You  may  also  visit  our  website  at 

http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  meetinq.asp?id=61012  for  additional  meeting  information. 


Respectfully  submitted  by, 
Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Posted:  March  4,  2008 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Urban  Forestry  Council 
LANDMARK  TREE  COMMITTEE 
Regular  Meeting  Notice  and  Agenda 


Tuesday,  April  8,  2008,  4:00  p.m. 

City  Hall,  Room  421 
One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA 


APR  - 2 2008 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


COMMITTEE  MEMBERS:  Mike  Boss  (Chair),  Carolyn  Blair,  Steve  Griswold,  Malcolm  Hillan,  and 
Mark  Sustarich. 

Order  of  Business 

Public  Comment  will  be  heard  before  the  Committee  takes  action  on  any  item. 

1 . Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  December  11,  2007  Urban  Forestry  Council  Landmark  Tree 
Committee  Regular  Meeting  (Explanatory  Document:  Draft  Minutes  of  the  December  11,  2007 
Regular  Meeting  http://sfqov.orq/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=72733)  (Discussion  and  Action). 

3.  Public  Works  Code  Section  802(x) — The  Committee  shall  discuss  and  refine  the  existing  City 
definition  of  the  word  "tree"  as  it  relates  to  the  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance  and  make  recommendations  to 
the  full  Council  (Explanatory  Document:  Article  16  Public  Works  Code  802(x)(page  5) 
http://web1.sfqov.ora/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/Article16PublicWorksCodeUrb 
anForestrvOrdinance.doc  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action). 

4.  Hearing  on  Nominations  for  Landmark  Tree  Status.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  will 
hold  a hearing  to  determine  whether  the  trees  nominated  at  the  following  addresses  meet  the 
criteria  for  designation  as  landmark  trees  (Discussion  and  Action). 

Monterey  Cypress  (Cupressus  macrocarpa,  located  at  2626  Vallejo  Street,  Assessor’s 
Block  0953,  Lot  006.  (Explanatory  Documents:  Nomination  Forms  and  Photos  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/Homeownersupplied 
nominationformandphotos.pdf  and  Staff  Evaluation  Form  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/LTCevaluationformM 
eiLinq(l).doc) 

Howell’s  Manzanita  (Manzanita  hispidula),  located  at  115  Parker  Avenue,  Assessor’s 
Block  1064,  Lot  002  (Explanatory  Documents:  Nomination  Form  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/NominationForm.pdf. 

Photos  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/QwnerPhotoCloseUp. 

pdf  and  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2QQ8/OwnerPhotoOverall.p 

df)and  Staff  Evaluation  Form  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/LTCevaluationformM 
eiLinq.doc) 
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At  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing,  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  will  vote  on  whether  to  approve  or 
reject  the  nominations  and  shall  adopt  written  findings  to  support  its  decision  to  forward  to  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council.  The  Council  will  forward  approved  nominations  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  for  further  consideration. 

5.  Approval  of  Documents  for  Notification  of  Landmark  Tree  Hearings  and  Discussion  of 
Amendments  to  Public  Works  Code  Section  810  on  Landmark  Trees.  The  Committee  shall 
discuss  Ordinance  Amendments  approved  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  on  March  25,  2008  and 
vote  on  draft  notification  documents  to  forward  to  the  full  Council  for  approval.  (Explanatory 
Documents:  Ordinance  amending  Public  Works  Code  Section  810  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orci/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinas/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/BOSPublicWorksSect810Amendmen 

ts.doc.  Draft  Landmark  Tree  Hearing  Notices  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/DraftNoticesLandmarkTreeHras.PDF 

and  Examples  of  DPW  Tree  Removal  Hearing  Notice  and  Urban  Forestry  Council’s  Notice  to 
Property  Owner  of  Landmark  Tree  Nomination  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/ExamplesPropQwnerDPW.pdf) 

(Discussion  and  Action). 

6.  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Criteria.  The  Committee  shall  continue  to  discuss  redefining 
landmark  tree  evaluation  criteria  and  discuss  criteria  used  in  other  jurisdictions.  (Continued  from  the 
December  11, 2007  Meeting)  (Explanatory  Documents:  Original  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Criteria 

(Word)  http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportina/2007/LandmarkTreeCriteria.doc 
Evaluation  Criteria  Revised  050307  (Word)  http://web1.sfaov.org/site/uploadedfiles/LMTcriterarev50307.doc. 
Phytosphere  Guidelines  for  Developing  and  Evaluating  Tree  Ordinances  (HTML) 
http://www.phvtosphere.com/treeord/heritaqe.htm  and  Jurisdictions’  Criteria  Forms  (PDF) 

http:, 7web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinas/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2007/JurisdictionsCriteriaFormsExamples. 

pdn  (Discussion). 

7.  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  after  Designation.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee 
shall  discuss  methods  for  visibly  identifying  trees  that  have  received  landmark  tree  status 
(Continued  from  the  December  1 1 , 2007  Meeting)  (Explanatory  Document:  Bench  marker  images 
(Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinas/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/lmaqesbenchmarkersvisibleidentificat 
ionLandmarkTrees.doc)  (DiSCUSSion). 

8.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items  (Information  and  Discussion). 

9.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Committee  on  matters  that  are  within 
the  Committee’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda. 

10.  Adjournment. 

The  next  Landmark  Tree  Committee  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  May  13,  2008  at  4:00  p.m., 
Room  421,  City  Hall. 


Landmark  Tree  Hearing  Recommended  Guidelines 

The  Committee  Chair  has  the  discretion  to  change  speaker  order  or  length  of  time  for  each  speaker  if  the  Chair 
determines  the  request  to  be  reasonable. 

1 ) Sponsor  for  nomination  (8  min) 

2)  Staff  analysis  (8  min) 

3)  Property  owner’s  presentation,  including  outside  professional  staff  (8  min) 

4)  Affected  property  owner's  presentation,  including  outside  professional  staff  (8  min) 

5)  Public  comment  (up  to  3 min/per  person) 


6)  Committee  Evaluation  Reports  (8  min  total) 

7)  Staff  Rebuttal  (3-5  min) 

8)  Property  Owner  Rebuttal  (3-5  min) 

9)  Affected  property  owner  rebuttal  (3-5  min) 

10)  Discussion  and  Action  by  Committee 


Public  Comment 

At  this  time,  members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Committee  on  items  of  interest  that  are  within  the  subject  matter 
jurisdiction  of  the  Committee  but  are  not  on  today’s  agenda.  Public  comment  will  be  taken  following  each  agendized  item. 
Each  member  of  the  public  may  address  the  Committee  for  up  to  three  minutes,  unless  otherwise  announced  by  the  Chair.  If  it 
is  demonstrated  that  the  comments  by  the  public  will  exceed  15  minutes,  the  Chair  may  continue  Public  Comment  to  another 
time  during  the  meeting. 

The  Brown  Act  forbids  the  Committee  from  taking  action  or  discussing  any  item  or  issue  not  appearing  on  the  posted  agenda. 
This  rule  applies  to  issues  raised  in  public  comment  as  well.  In  response  to  public  comment,  not  on  an  agendized  item,  the 
Committee  is  limited  to: 

1 . Briefly  responding  to  statements  made  or  questions  posed  by  members  of  the  public,  or 

2.  Request  staff  to  report  back  on  a matter  at  a subsequent  meeting,  or 

3.  Directing  staff  to  place  the  item  or  issue  on  a future  agenda  (Government  Code  Section  54954.2(a).) 

Disability  Access 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  Landmark  Tree  Committee  meetings  will  be  held  in  Room  421,  City  Hall,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett 
Place,  San  Francisco,  CA.  The  Committee  meeting  room  is  wheelchair  accessible.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is 
! the  Civic  Center  Station  at  United  Nations  Plaza  and  Market  Street.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  #42 
Downtown  Loop,  and  #71  Haight/Noriega  and  the  F Line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness  and  the  Metro  Stations  at  Van  Ness  and 
Market  and  at  Civic  Center.  For  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  923-6142.  There  is  accessible 
curbside  parking  adjacent  to  City  Hall  on  Grove  Street  and  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Veterans  Building  at 
401  Van  Ness  Avenue  adjacent  to  Davies  Hall  and  the  War  Memorial  Complex. 

The  following  services  are  available  on  request  48  hours  prior  to  the  meeting;  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the 
deadline  shall  be  4:00  p.m.  of  the  last  business  day  of  the  preceding  week:  For  American  sign  language  interpreters  or  the 
i use  of  a reader  during  a meeting,  a sound  enhancement  system,  and/or  alternative  formats  of  the  agenda  and  minutes,  please 
contact  Monica  Fish  at  (415)  355-3709  to  make  arrangements  for  the  accommodation.  Late  requests  will  be  honored,  if 
possible. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various 
chemical  based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals.  Individuals  with  chemical  sensitivity  or 
related  disabilities  should  call  the  Mayor’s  Office  on  Disability  at  (415)  554-6789  or  (415)  554-6799  (TTY)  for  additional 
information. 

Know  Your  Rights  Under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

.Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and 
other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are 
(conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review.  For  more  information  on  your  rights 
under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  Frank 
Darby,  Jr.,  Sunshine  Task  Force  Administrator,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA 
94102-4683  at  Phone  No.:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax  No.:  (415)  554-7854;  E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine 
Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Task  Force,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City’s 
website  at  www.sfgov.org. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements 

ndividuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the 
San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  & Governmental  Conduct  Code  §2.100,  et.  seq]  to  register  and  report 
obbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at:  25  Van  Ness 
Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  252-3100,  fax  (415)  252-3112;  web  site  at 
i vww.sfaov.org/ethics. 


Other  Important  Information 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this  meeting. 
Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or 
use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  Department  of  Environment,  1 1 Grove  Street,  San  Francisco, 
California  between  the  hours  of  9 a.m.  and  5 p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department  of  Environment's  webpage: 
http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  meetinq.asp?id=61012  (by  following  the  links  by  each  agenda  item),  by  following  the 
links  by  each  agenda  item  above,  or,  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415- 
355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at  Monica.Fish@Sfgov.org  within  three  business  days  of  a meeting.  Explanatory  documents  that  are 
received  after  posting  of  this  agenda  will  be  available  on  the  website  or  by  request  to  the  Council  Secretary  at  the  contact 
information  listed  above. 

When  bringing  handouts  to  meetings,  please  photocopy  on  both  sides  of  the  paper  and  try  to  use  post-consumer  recycled  or  tree- 
free  paper.  Also,  please  bring  sufficient  copies  of  handouts  for  both  the  Commission  and  the  public. 


Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 

TEL:  (415)  355-3709;  FAX:  415-554-6393 

Posted:  April  1 , 2008 
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determined  pursuant  to  the  valuation  formula  adopted  by  the  International  Society 
of  Arboriculture,  as  amended  from  time  to  time,  plus  the  Department's  actual 
costs  to  replace  the  tree.  "Replacement  value"  shall  include  the  Department's 
administrative  costs. 

(t)  "Sidewalk"  shall  mean  the  area  between  the  curbing  and  the  abutting  private 
property  lot  line,  whether  paved  or  unpaved,  as  legislated  by  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  and  as  reflected  in  the  Department's  official  maps. 

(u)  "Significant  Tree"  shall  mean  a tree  so  defined  in  Section  810A  of  this  Article. 

(v)  "Street"  shall  mean  the  vehicular  travel-way  portion  of  any  public  street, 
avenue,  boulevard,  lane,  road,  parkway,  freeway,  or  other  public  way. 

(w)  "Street  tree"  shall  mean  any  tree  growing  within  the  public  right-of-way, 
including  unimproved  public  streets  and  sidewalks,  and  any  tree  growing  on  land 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Department. 

(x)  "Tree"  shall  mean  any  large  perennial  plant  having  a woody  trunk(s), 
branches,  and  leaves.  Trees  also  shall  include  palm  trees. 

(y)  "Urban  forest"  shall  mean  all  trees  on  public  streets  and  rights-of-way  within 
the  borders  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  any  trees  growing  on  land 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Department,  and  any  other  trees  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  this  Article. 

(z)  "Urban  Forestry  Council"  shall  mean  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  as 
established  under  the  Environment  Code  Chapter  12. 

(Added  by  Ord.  165-95,  App.  5/19/95;  amended  by  Ord.  294-98,  File  No.  98- 
0991,  Eff.  11/2/98;  Ord.  17-06,  File  No.  051458,  App.  1/20/2006;  Ord.  193-06, 
File  No.  060778,  App.  7/21/2006) 

SEC.  803.  URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL;  ADDITIONAL  POWERS  AND 
DUTIES. 

(a)  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  shall  serve  in  an  advisory  capacity  to  the  Director 
or  his  designee  on  matters  relating  to  this  Article  and  to  tree  management  in  the 
City.  The  responsibilities  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  may  include  but  shall  not 
be  limited  to  the  following: 

(1)  Studying  the  problems  and  determining  the  needs  of  the  City  concerning  its 
street  tree  planting  and  maintenance  programs,  and  advising  the  Director  in  this 
regard; 

(2)  Preparing  for  the  Director  an  annual  report  detailing  the  state  of  the  urban 
forest; 
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SAN  FRANCISCO  URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 

Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Form 


Disclaimer:  Any  information  you  include  on  this  form  will  be  part  of  the  public  record.  Anyone 
may  request  to  see  the  information  you  submit  for  a landmark  tree  nomination.  For  more  legal 
information,  see  the  last  page  of  this  form. 


Who  can  nominate  a landmark  tree? 

• An  authorized  nominator  is  a Supervisor,  head  of  a City  department  or  agency,  Planning 
Commissioner,  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  member,  or  property  owner. 

■ The  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board 
and  the  head  of  a City  department  or  agency  may  nominate  a tree. 

■ The  head  of  a City  department  or  agency  may  nominate  a tree  on  property  under  their 
jurisdiction.  City  departments  and  agencies  should  conduct  an  internal  approval  process 
before  nominating  a tree. 

■ A property  owner  may  nominate  a tree  on  his  or  her  property. 

■ A member  of  the  public  may  ask  an  authorized  nominator  to  nominate  a tree. 


I am  one  of  the  following  authorized  nominators 
El  Property  owner 

□ Board  of  Supervisor  member 

Head  of  a city  department  or  agency 
Planning  Commission  member 

□ Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  member 


Please  note  that  a permit  will  be  required  for  any  future  removal  of  a landmark  tree. 


Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  810,  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  requests 
the  following  information. 


Property  owner:  Authorized  nominator  (Supervisor,  Planning 

Commission,  Landmarks  Advisory  Board, 
Head  of  City  Department/Agency): 


Harriet  Hey  a-  ia  as  M\r  hoe,  i PioArfTr 

Name  . 

Z&flfo  VAlczSo  


l\  A a /1A  0 

Name 

/JAP  r r 

Address  , ^ . 

'Fret  wc  (5<~o . \ 

Address 


lihO-I5*>5  M AW-UZSc 


Phone  (day) 


Fax# 


hJALk  CtrrjtsrheurviAAj* 

0 Cofy 


Address 


Address 


Phone (day) 


Fax# 


Email 


Email 
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I am  the  property  oyvner  or  an  authorized  nominator  and  I support  this  nomination. 

^ '^1 

'7reJr,  2c  r l&O  ■&' 

I am  the  property  owner  and  I grant  permission  for  city  staff  to  evaluate  the  nominated  tree  on 
the  property  with  advance  notice. 


_ Signature 
_ Date 


the  .property  with  adv; 


_ Signature 
_ Date 


TREE  DESCRIPTION 


Tree  name  (species  and  common  name):  Cypress 

Number  of  trees:  1 i 

Street  address:  CLCZL&  Ua  C-C&-TO  / arh  

Location  of  Tree:  □ Front  yard  Q'ftear  yard  □ Side  yard  □ Corner-side  yard 

□ Public  right-of-way  □ Public  lands  □ Not  sure 

□ Other: ' 


GPS  units  (OPTIONAL):  

Height  feet 

Average  canopy  width1  ^0  feet 

Circumferenoe  at  chest  level2  c . /OS' inches^” 

Circumference  at  ground  level3  inches 


l \ Uc.  We  \ 

cC &gs  . TV»e  ^ 


1 Distance  from  one  edge  to  opposite  edge  of  tree  canopy 

2 Distance  around  trunk  at  4.5  ft  off  the  ground.  htto://www.isa-arbor.com/publications/tree-ord/heritage.aspx 

3 Distance  around  trunk  on  the  ground  where  the  trunk  meets  the  soil. 


4-tf 
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The  Urban  Forestry  Council  will  use  the  following  criteria  to  evaluate  each  potential  landmark  tree. 
Please  check  the  applicable  criteria  boxes  and  provide  additional  information  about  each  component.  If 
you  need  more  space  to  describe  the  tree,  please  attach  additional  sheets. 


Species 

□ Rare 

Size  or  Age  S'^)'/rS  c 5 ^ > 

□ Greater  than  typical  mature  size  or  age 


Cultural/Historical  Value 

□ Significant  historical  or  cultural  association  with  person,  place,  event 

□ Significant  ethnic  appreciation 

□ Neighborhood  appreciation  of  tree 

□ Part  of  planting  that  defines  neighborhood  character 

□ Profiled  in  a publication  or  other  media 


Key  Location 

□ High  traffic  area 

□ Low  tree  density  area 

□ Extends  between  several  properties 

□ Visually  accessible  from  public  right-of-way 


A3 


Updated  on  June  19, 2007 
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Ecology 

CD  Important  wildlife  habitat 

□ Part  of  interdependent  group  of  trees 

□ Erosion  control 

[T]  Wind  or  sound  barrier 


ne.c'hbofi'nooJ  VouaiW 


-fljic  1-rHe.  IS  ON  -ht)~e  r/eic,  s 


Visual  characteristic 

El  Prominent  landscape  feature 
[D'Character  defining  form 

Tree  Condition  AoUX  * rea**A/  j?roM.T> 

□ No  apparent  problems  □ Minor  problems  □ Major  problems 


□ Extreme  problems 


Tree  Condition 

□ Root  issues 

□ Mushrooms  (trunk  or  base  of  tree) 

□ Trunk  wounds  or  cracks 

□ Trunk  cavities 

□ Broken  or  dead  branches 

□ Crowded  or  crossing  branches 

□ Pest  or  disease  problem 

□ Previous  construction  that  may  have  damaged  tree 


Describe  how/why  the  tree  has  historical  importance  due  to  an  association  with  a building,  structure,  site, 
street,  person  or  event. 


Describe  how/why  the  tree  has  cultural,  social  and/or  historical  importance. 


Describe  how/why  the  tree  is  a defining  or  meaningful  feature  of  a neighborhood.  Ou<~  // 

Mu,  bi-tlt  <o>  &-nc(  vdtehbna  m Iklfye  'St/-  f'f  jf''  , / 

+***-«." * i*  *M&vr****s  **«»b-* 

Describe  how/why  the  tree  has  ecological  value  like 

t . . j..-.  M i , 


.x- 

how/why  the  tree  has  ecological  value  like  wildlife  habitat  and  erosion  control.  ,n 

Describe  any  tree  health  or  structure  issues. 


Updated  on  June  19, 2007 

IV 


v/-  r u ' 

If  you  have  any  questions  about  this  form,  tree  terms  or  tree  concepts,  please  contact  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council  staff  (below).  It  is  acceptable  if  you  cannot  provide  some  of  the 
information  requested  on  this  form. 


A photograph  of  the  tree  must  be  submitted  with  this  form. 

Please  attach  optional  supporting  documents  such  as  letters,  arborist  report,  etc. 


V 

■iH 


Send  to:  Attn:  Landmark  Tree  Nomination,  11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
OR  environment@sfgov.org 


Any  information  you  submit  will  be  part  of  the  public  record. 

The  Public  Records  Act  defines  a "public  record"  broadly  to  include  "any  writing  containing  information 
relating  to  the  conduct  of  the  public's  business  prepared,  owned,  used  or  retained  by  any  state  or  local 
agency,  regardless  of  the  physical  form  or  characteristics."  Govt.  Code  § 6252(e).  The  Sunshine 
Ordinance  defines  "public  information"  as  the  content  of  "public  records"  as  defined  in  the  Public  Records 
Act.  Admin  Code  § 67.20(b).  Pursuant  to  the  Public  Records  Act  and  Sunshine  Ordinance,  this 
document  is  a public  record  and  will  be  available  to  the  public  upon  request,  at  the  hearing  site,  at  the 
San  Francisco  Main  Library,  and  on  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  website.  Admin  Codp  §§  8.16,  67.7  (b), 
and  67.21(a). 


FOR  STAFF  USE  ONLY 

Application  received  date 

Received  by 

Tree  evaluation  form 

UFC  recommendation  date 

Board  of  Supervisors  Decision 

Landmark  Tree  # 

Title  recorded  date 

Updated  on  June  19,  2007 
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Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 


Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  Section  810,  the  UFC  has  developed  these  criteria  for 
evaluating  potential  landmark  trees  in  San  Francisco.  When  evaluating  or  considering  potential  landmark  trees, 
please  consider  the  context  of  the  tree  within  its  site  location.  For  example,  a tree  on  PUC  land  may  not  have  the 
same  community  importance  that  a street  or  park  tree  would.  Use  comment  sections,  as  appropriate,  to  explain 
or  support  evaluation.  Attach  sheets  if  more  space  is  needed. 


Evaluator’s  name:  Mei  Ling  Hui 
Date  of  evaluation:  March  19,  2008 
Scientific  name:  Cupressus  macrocarpa 
Common  name:  Monterrey  Cypress 
Street  address:  2626  Vallejo 
Cross  streets:  Scott 


Rare  Rare  Uncommon  / Common  Other 

Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco.  Also  consider  rarity  in  California,  North  America,  world. 
Comment:  Comprise  3.8%  of  all  San  Francisco  Tree,  according  the  most  recent  UFORE  report 

Size:  / Large  Medium  Small 

Notable  size  (height,  diameter,  canopy  width)  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species. 

Comment:  approx  50’  tall,  40’  spread.  It’s  a multi-trunk  tree,  with  two  main  trunks  which  split  about 
10’  above  the  root  crown.  DBH  approx.  5’. 

Age:  / Significantly  advanced  Not  significantly  advanced 

Significantly  advanced  age  for  this  species  (known  or  estimated). 

Comment:  Tree  is  quite  large.  Neighbors  claim  the  tree  was  the  size  it  currently  is  in  1960,  when  they 
moved  into  the  house  next  door. 

Historical  Association:  Yes  / None  apparent 

Related  to  a historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 

Describe  nature  of  appreciation: 


Ethnic  appreciation:  Yes  / None  apparent 

Particular  value  to  certain  ethnic  groups  in  neighborhood  or  city. 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 

Describe  nature  of  appreciation: 
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Neighborhood  appreciation:  Yes  / None  apparent 

Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or 
related  to  tree,  etc.  Attach  documentation: 

Describe: 

Planting  defines  neighborhood  character:  / Yes  No 

Contributes  to  neighborhood  aesthetic. 

Describe  contribution: 

Profiled  in  a publication  or  other  media:  Yes  / Unknown 

Tree  has  received  print,  internet,  and/or  video  media  coverage.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 
Describe  coverage: 


High  traffic  area:  Yes  / No 

High  visibility,  possible  traffic  calming  effect. 

Describe: 

Low  tree  density:  Low  / Moderate  High 

Tree  exists  in  a neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 

Describe: 

Extends  between  multiple  properties:  / Yes  No 

High  visibility,  multiple  neighbors  share  tree. 

Describe: 

Accessible  from  public  right-of-way:  Yes  / No 

High  visibility. 

Describe: 

Important  wildlife  habitat:  Yes  / No 

Wildlife  shelter  and/or  food  (observed  or  potential).  Describe  and  be  as  specific  as  possible. 

No 


Interdependent  group  of  trees: 


/ Yes 


Urban  Forestry  Council  3 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 

This  tree  forms  a supercanopy  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on  adjacent  trees. 

Describe:  Possibly.  Under  the  Cypress  there  are  2 Pitt  crassifolium  and  about  a dozen  tree  ferns. 

Erosion  control:  / Yes  No 

Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 

Describe:  Tree  is  growing  in  a steeply  banked  location. 

Wind  or  sound  barrier:  Yes  / No 

Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise. 

Describe:  It’s  large  enough  to  have  an  effect  on  wind  or  noise  but  I don’t  think  it’s  really  close  enough 
to  any  buildings  or  loud  enough  in  their  area  for  the  tree  to  do  much  in  this  regard. 

The  tree  does  have  branches  which  partially  hang  over  adjacent  buildings. 

Prominent  landscape  feature:  / Yes  No 

A striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible: 

Character-defining  form:  / Yes  No 

Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  particular  species. 

Describe:  This  tree  is  frequently  pruned  to  manicure  and  to  reduce  the  interaction  of  branches  and 
other  structures.  The  canopy  has  been  somewhat  rounded  out  by  this  pruning.  But  the  form  is  still 
indicative  of  this  species  overall. 

Tree  condition:  / Good  Poor  Hazard 

Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a hazard 

Describe: 

Additional  comments 

It’s  a beautiful,  well  cared  for  tree  that  appears  to  be  in  good  health.  Tree  is  well  loved  by  the  property 
owners  who  are  very  responsibly  maintaining  it.  It’s  my  opinion  that  this  tree  is  an  excellent  candidate 
for  landmark  status. 


_ 


. 


h_  'j 


SAN  FRANCISCO  URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 


Who  can  nominate  a landmark  tree? 

■ A property  owner  may  nominate  a tree  on  his  or  her  property. 

■ A City  department  or  agency  may  nominate  a tree  on  their 
property.  City  departments  and  agencies  should  conduct  an 
internal  approval  process  before  nominating  a tree. 

■ The  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Landmarks 
Preservation  Advisory  Board  and  the  head  of  a City  department 
or  agency  may  nominate  a tree. 

■ A member  of  the  public  may  approach  a property  owner,  Board 
of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Landmarks  Preservation 
Advisory  Board  or  the  head  of  a City  department  or  agency 
about  nominating  a tree. 


Things  to  consider  when  you  nominate  a landmark  tree 

■ A permit  will  be  required  for  any  future  removal  of  a landmark 
tree.  If  you  are  a private  property  owner,  you  will  need  a 
landmark  tree  removal  permit  from  DPW.  If  you  are  City  and 
County  department,  your  department  will  hold  a public  hearing 
and  then  decide  whether  or  not  to  approve  a tree  removal. 

■ All  trees  need  proper  maintenance  from  a professional  arborist 
including  mature  and  notable  trees. 

* The  property  owner  is  liable  for  all  issues  that  may  arise  with  a 
landmark  tree.  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  does  not 
assume  liability  by  conferring  landmark  status  on  a tree. 
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SAN  FRANCISCO  URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 


Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Form 


Disclaimer:  Any  information  you  include  on  this  form  will  be  part  of  the  public  record.  Anyone 
may  request  to  see  the  information  you  submit  for  a landmark  tree  nomination.  For  more  legal 
information,  see  the  last  page  of  this  form. 


Who  can  nominate  a landmark  tree? 

■ An  authorized  nominator  is  a Supervisor,  head  of  a City  department  or  agency,  Planning 
Commissioner,  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  member,  or  property  owner. 

■ The  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board 
and  the  head  of  a City  department  or  agency  may  nominate  a tree. 

■ The  head  of  a City  department  or  agency  may  nominate  a tree  on  property  under  their 
jurisdiction.  City  departments  and  agencies  should  conduct  an  internal  approval  process 
before  nominating  a tree. 

— £>■  A property  owner  may  nominate  a tree  on  his  or  her  property. 

■ A member  of  the  public  may  ask  an  authorized  nominator  to  nominate  a tree. 


I am  one  of  the 


* 

□ 

□ 

□ 


following  authorized  nominators 

Property  owner 

Board  of  Supervisor  member 

Head  of  a city  department  or  agency 

Planning  Commission  member 

Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  member 


Please  note  that  a permit  will  be  required  for  any  future  removal  of  a landmark  tree. 

Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  810,  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  requests 
the  following  Information. 

Property  owner:  Authorized  nominator  (Supervisor,  Planning 

Commission,  Landmarks  Advisory  Board, 
Head  of  City  Department/Agency): 

<?--  pftoipgRTY  nuJMZR 

Name  Name 

lisr  juiimuz 

Address  Address 

£&_  CA  ?4llg  

Address  Address 



Phone  (day)  Phone  (day) 


Fax  # Fax  # 


3G 


Email 


Email 
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property  ojvner  or  an  authorized  nominator  and  I support  this  nomination. 


I am  the  property  owner  and  I grant  permission  for  city  staff  to  evaluate  the  nominated  tree  on 
the  property  with  advance  notice,  cjhd  me.  pp£6ejfvh  , 


tree  description  vU  one  Qene  (second  / 

Tree  name  (species  and  common  name):  ■Arcfas-feynykis  i)hf>lctu  UJ 4iomi  I s n M*  1 • 

Number  of  trees:  £0 


Street  address:  / /J"T  PfVRikjffit  P',  CA  RHii% 


Location  of  Tree: 


□ Front  yard  Jil^Rear  yard  □ Side  yard  □ Corner-side  yard 

□ Public  right-of-way  □ Public  lands  □ Not  sure 

□ Other: 


GPS  units  (OPTIONAL):  . 


Height  & feet 

Average  canopy  width1  ^ if  feet 

Circumference  at  chest  level2  inches 

Circumference  at  ground  level3 inches 


1 Distance  from  one  edge  to  opposite  edge  of  tree  canopy 

2 Distance  around  trunk  at  4.5  ft  off  the  ground.  ' - < _i__ <■  . 

3 Distance  around  trunk  on  the  ground  where  the  trunk  meets  the  soil. 


The  Urban  Forestry  Council  will  use  the  following  criteria  to  evaluate  each  potential  landmark  tree. 
Please  check  the  applicable  criteria  boxes  and  provide  additional  information  about  each  component.  If 
you  need  more  space  to  describe  the  tree,  please  attach  additional  sheets. 


Specie 


Rare  The  0n!y  eme  -h  eJ/ist  (Vt 

PW/)  - -for  oae 


Size  or  Age 

□ Greater  than  typical  mature  size  or  age 


•Hie  (iHy  and  Cctv/Hy  ~Wt  Triers  Co . 

Q yehclf&g  sea-thud  - 


Cultural/Historical  Value 

Significant  historical  or  cultural  association  with  person,  place,  event 

□ Significant  ethnic  appreciation  p , 

□ Neighborhood  appreciation  of  tree_ ^his4oneaX 

Q^Part  of  planting  that  defines  lieighborhood  character 

O Profiled  in  a publication  or  other  media  ^fl| 


Key  Location 

□ High  traffic  area 

D Low  tree  density  area 

□ Extends  between  several  properties 

□ Visually  accessible  from  public  right-of-way 
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KUmportant  wildlife  habitat 
HlljPart  of  interdependent  group  of  trees 

□ Erosion  control 

□ Wind  or  sound  barrier 

Visual  characteristic 


IS  Prominent  landscape  feature  Iia  IoIoqVh 'r 

^^Character  defining  form 


Tree  Condition 

£^o  apparent  problems  □ Minor  problems 


□ Major  problems  □ Extreme  problems 


Tree  Condition 

□ Root  issues 

□ Mushrooms  (trunk  or  base  of  tree) 

□ Trunk  wounds  or  cracks 

□ Trunk  cavities 

□ Broken  or  dead  branches 

□ Crowded  or  crossing  branches 

□ Pest  or  disease  problem 

□ Previous  construction  that  may  have  damaged  tree 

Describe  how/why  the  tree  has  historical  importance  due  to  an  association  with  a building,  structure,  site,  « 
^street,  person  or  event.  cedi y,  Meiny  specks  Llh  It  Me 


....  Join  act Uy,  species  , . . u 

m 'He  0 U mneA^Z  oAjuk  (CcAwl  4f»(  cw4  mm  I<h-  is>  itHtmjdixdeiy 

fl.<L'<U*vv+  (iAiu-ku*.  land,  tfji  eccn&\  Betook 

a£'  Uvd re)  -Kill  M \hk^  U(s  oCiiup^an  Uy^  1/frW  tfs  g 

old  WMefe  Qan  Vawd  ooev-  £<^porfyie , Jlcrlr  muck  of  anyjiki^  o/oyt&To 
4(L  ov\$)tadL  lot.  'PciUoa'H^  o*\  plcarf  )&  pt^ckyj/ 

Describe  how/why  the  tree  has  cultural,  social  and/or  historical  importance.  , . ,.,  / . , / « , , ) ,/. 

CuJlWllwHte  wia*«*»iHa  cooU  Vw*x  beck  w^Abv^f 

fa  dear  y&.U&KrtadU  Wd£  wo*  1WU**  * Stf,  g 

viod ]Uiq  rebates  (&  rb  zjf(3Lv\  -for  my  Or$\v\o)  CTtoWvS  haute  srHe 

De^f!b£lK>w7wliy  thetree  Is'a  ctefining  or  meaningful  feature  of  a neighborhood.  , i > JjL'tf 

Tfcs  tenmw^fa.  is  4 refer /rwwo*t  pUfU^ 


nils  <6  4 ICI-^  /rcrmaur  ^ ^ q-j,  } ,-i  ,**** 

a de*/elep&&  A&r  faou&lfyt  Plajrrrs  UfAe  ball 

•Y7 1 ^ 1 . IL  itx-^sr  f^x.O'  /"» .V-* V I />< U tin  ,44sp  *fv?t  mil/  VlU,V'T>€infiS  o 

(7  - z>i  ykjsln  ^Jcraytys  u 


fclcM/k  W6b 

2 how) 


(/icrf  okfr (Wole  k die  -fv^cL'Y VlU.rs€Jine«  i 

Describe  how/why  the  tree  has  ecological  value  like  wildlife  habitat  and  erosion  control. 

4i/V7iryiiiao.bi/YdU  (ivdhk  Ykw  dm  &4Vtai|  f? - £>• ^ ...  , .... — . 

ra+d-ke-  feeirvnes  kike  UK  SuiniruA.  6(»Am&  ^hiff  .[lawd  ~h  W/pe 
be&k£  dm.  ^ ^ &ct ^ f £t m<  • Y> uvn f U e<?s  a h \ a h vsoml  >l 

iwi6  p>la>rf.  dlhy  kird*  W(M$oidr  fn  d^ee.  Unknoww  \Aikcrt-kmd  T>tW. 
Describe  any  tree  health  or  structure  issues. 

PJone  31  iTec  as  '^Cefleiak  ly/d^flHy- 
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If  you  have  any  questions  about  this  form,  tree  terms  or  tree  concepts,  please  contact  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council  staff  (below).  It  is  acceptable  if  you  cannot  provide  some  of  the 
information  requested  on  this  form.  ^ doyie.  'All 6 SO,  <-^mS  Is  Ul h C& 

X tidAk.  koxj-e  Merfe  Uifcrkttta  6w  "HAS  4Wm  ^PSferte, 

and  lAuve^Hy  &*£  La[i  farm  fa,  Berfceici/,  0 Ft/ch4  uo ucJker  Xped mer\ 

A photograph  of  the  tree  must  be  submitted  with  this  form.  > Gallefrk-d- 

$<se  Q-Hricl'iexl  -ful(  ai/id  e<se^f>  pkctes. — 4trfa*C  Z-puEfuite* 

Please  attach  optional  supporting  documents  such  as  letters,  arborist  report,  etc. 


Send  to:  Attn:  Landmark  Tree  Nomination,  11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102  3'2?"3r70Q 

OR  environment@sfgov.org 

Any  information  you  submit  will  be  part  of  the  public  record. 

The  Public  Records  Act  defines  a "public  record"  broadly  to  include  "any  writing  containing  information 
relating  to  the  conduct  of  the  public's  business  prepared,  owned,  used  or  retained  by  any  state  or  local 
agency,  regardless  of  the  physical  form  or  characteristics."  Govt.  Code  § 6252(e).  The  Sunshine 
Ordinance  defines  "public  information"  as  the  content  of  "public  records"  as  defined  in  the  Public  Records 
Act.  Admin  Code  § 67.20(b).  Pursuant  to  the  Public  Records  Act  and  Sunshine  Ordinance,  this 
document  is  a public  record  and  will  be  available  to  the  public  upon  request,  at  the  hearing  site,  at  the 
San  Francisco  Main  Library,  and  on  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  website.  Admin  Code  §§  8.16,  67.7  (b), 
and  67.21(a). 


FOR  STAFF  USE  ONLY 

Application  received  date 

Received  by 

Tree  evaluation  form 

UFC  recommendation  date 

Board  of  Supervisors  Decision 

Landmark  Tree  # 

Title  recorded  date 

Updated  on  June  19, 2007 


San  Francisco  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Criteria  for  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation 

Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  Section  810,  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  has 
developed  these  criteria  for  evaluating  potential  landmark  trees  in  San  Francisco. 

When  evaluating  or  considering  potential  landmark  trees,  please  consider  the  context  of  the  tree  within 
its  site  location.  For  example,  a tree  on  PUC  land  may  not  have  the  same  community  importance  that  a 
street  or  park  tree  would. 

Rare:  Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco.  Also  consider  rarity  in  California,  North  America,  world. 

Size:  Notable  size  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species. 

Age:  Significantly  advanced  age  (known  or  estimated). 

Historical  association:  Related  to  a historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 

Ethnic  appreciation:  Particular  value  to  certain  ethnic  groups  in  neighborhood  or  city. 

Neighborhood  appreciation:  Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor 
gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or  related  to  tree,  etc. 

Planting  defines  neighborhood  character:  Contributes  to  neighborhood  aesthetic. 

Profiled  in  a publication  or  other  media:  Tree  has  received  print,  internet,  video  media  coverage. 
High  traffic  area:  High  visibility,  possible  traffic  calming  effect. 

Low  tree  density:  Tree  exists  in  a neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 

Extends  between  multiple  properties:  High  visibility,  multiple  neighbors  share  tree. 

Accessible  from  public  right-of-way:  High  visibility. 

Important  wildlife  habitat:  Wildlife  shelter  and/or  food  (observed  or  potential). 

Interdependent  group  of  trees:  This  tree  forms  a supercanopy  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse 
impact  on  adjacent  trees. 

Erosion  control:  Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 

Wind  or  sound  barrier:  Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise 
Prominent  landscape  feature:  A striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Character  defining  form:  Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  particular  species. 

Tree  condition:  Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a hazard. 
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Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 


Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  Section  810,  the  UFC  has  developed  these  criteria  for 
evaluating  potential  landmark  trees  in  San  Francisco.  When  evaluating  or  considering  potential  landmark  trees, 
please  consider  the  context  of  the  tree  within  its  site  location.  For  example,  a tree  on  PUC  land  may  not  have  the 
same  community  importance  that  a street  or  park  tree  would.  Use  comment  sections,  as  appropriate,  to  explain 
or  support  evaluation.  Attach  sheets  if  more  space  is  needed. 

Evaluator’s  name:  Mei  Ling  Hui 
Date  of  evaluation:  March  19,  2008 
Scientific  name:  Manzanita  hispidula 
Common  name:  Howell’s  Manzanita 
Street  address:  115  Parker  Ave 
Cross  streets:  Euclid 

Rare  / Rare  Uncommon  Common  Other 

Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco.  Also  consider  rarity  in  California,  North  America,  world. 

Comment: 

Size:  Large  Medium  / Small 

Notable  size  (height,  diameter,  canopy  width)  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species. 

Comment:  7 Zi  tall,  9’  spread,  3”  caliper  to  trunk 

Age:  Significantly  advanced  Not  significantly  advanced 

Significantly  advanced  age  for  this  species  (known  or  estimated). 

Comment:  Hard  to  say.  Could  be  very  old,  though  the  homeowner  informed  me  that  this  plant  has 
grown  significantly  in  the  decade  and  a half  since  the  ivy  which  covered  it  was  removed. 

Historical  Association:  / Yes  None  apparent 

Related  to  a historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 

Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  The  building  was  the  Laurel  Hill  Cemetery  Groundskeeper’s  home. 

Ethnic  appreciation:  Yes  None  apparent 

Particular  value  to  certain  ethnic  groups  in  neighborhood  or  city. 

Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  I don’t  know 

Neighborhood  appreciation:  Yes  / None  apparent 
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Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 

Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or 
related  to  tree,  etc.  Attach  documentation: 

Describe: 

Planting  defines  neighborhood  character:  Yes  / No 

Contributes  to  neighborhood  aesthetic. 

Describe  contribution:  It’s  a backyard  tree  and  isn’t  visible  from  the  public  right  of  way.  It  is  a nice 
feature  in  the  yard,  but  it  doesn’t  necessarily  create  a sense  of  place  on  its  own. 

Profiled  in  a publication  or  other  media:  Yes  / Unknown 

Tree  has  received  print,  internet,  and/or  video  media  coverage.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 
Describe  coverage:  The  property  owner  informs  me  that  the  Manzanita  is  being  researched  and  will  be 
included  in  a publication  when  genetic  testing  is  completed.  The  publication  will  be  through  SF  State. 

High  traffic  area:  Yes  / No 

High  visibility,  possible  traffic  calming  effect. 

Describe: 

Low  tree  density:  Low  / Moderate  High 

Tree  exists  in  a neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 

Describe: 

Extends  between  multiple  properties:  Yes  / No 

High  visibility,  multiple  neighbors  share  tree. 

Describe: 

Accessible  from  public  right-of-way:  Yes  / No 

High  visibility. 

Describe: 

Important  wildlife  habitat:  / Yes  No 

It’s  a native  plant  and  provides  food  for  insects  and  birds. 

Interdependent  group  of  trees:  Yes  / No 

This  tree  forms  a supercanopy  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on  adjacent  trees. 
Describe: 

Erosion  control: 


Yes 


/ No 
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Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 

Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 

Describe:  Again,  sidewalk  tree. 

Wind  or  sound  barrier:  Yes  / No 

Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise. 

Describe: 

Prominent  landscape  feature:  Yes  / No 

A striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible: 

Character-defining  form:  / Yes  No 

Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  particular  species. 

Describe:  The  Manzanita  is  growing  low  and  spreads  along  the  ground  somewhat.  It  has  been  propped 
up.  It  appears  to  be  a typical  growth  pattern  for  this  plant  in  the  wild. 


free  condition:  / Good  Poor  Hazard 

Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a hazard 

Describe: 


Additional  comments 

The  Manzanita  is  rare,  healthy  and  attractive.  My  concerns  with  this  nomination  are  that  they  plant  is 
small  and  given  its  low,  as  opposed  to  upright,  form  I don’t  know  if  its  tall  enough  to  be  considered  a 
tree  as  opposed  to  a shrub. 


SF  Environment 


GAVIN  NEWSOM 
Mayor 

JARED  BLUMENFELD 
Director 


DATE 


To  Whom  It  May  Concern: 


This  letter  has  been  sent  to  satisfy  noticing  requirements  set  forth  in  Public  Works  Code  section  810 
(b)(3)(A)  and  inform  you  of  the  upcoming  public  hearings  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  (UFC)  to 
discuss  and  take  action  on  the  nomination  for  landmark  status  of  the  following  tree(s): 

(Number  of  trees,  common  name,  species  name)  located  at  (address  and  assessor’s  block  #) 

The  UFC  Landmark  Tree  Committee  will  hold  a public  hearing  on  this  tree  on  (Date)  at  (Time)  at 
(Address)  in  (Room  number). 

Following  this  hearing,  the  full  Urban  Forestry  Council  will  hold  a public  hearing  on  this  tree  on  (Date) 
at  (Time)  at  (Address)  in  (Room  number). 


There  will  be  an  opportunity  for  public  comment  at  the  hearings. 


Copies  of  meeting  minutes  and  agendas  are  available  on  the  SF  Environment  website  at: 
http://www.sfenvironment.org/our  nolicies/overview.html?ssi=l  6 or  by  contacting  Department  staff  at 
the  address  and  phone  numbers  listed  below. 

Please  feel  free  to  share  the  information  contained  in  this  letter  with  other  interested  parties. 


Respectfully, 

San  Francisco’s  Urban  Forestry  Council 


Contact  Mei  Ling  Hui,  Urban  Forest  Coordinator,  for  more  information: 
meiling.hui@sfgov.org  or  (415)  355-3731 


SF  Environment 


GAVIN  NEWSOM 
Mayor 


JARED  BLUMENFELD 
Director 


Landmark  Tree  Hearing  Notice 


The  Urban  Forestry  Council  will  hold  a public  hearing  on  (DAY,  DATE)  commencing  at 
(TIME)  in  (ROOM  NUMBER)  of  City  Hall,  located  at  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place, 
San  Francisco,  to  consider  the  following: 


Interested  parties  are  encouraged  to  attend.  Persons  unable  to  attend  the  public  heating 
may  submit  written  comment  regarding  the  subject  matter  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council 
staff  person,  1 1 Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102.  These  comments  will  be  brought 
to  the  attention  of  the  Council  and  made  part  of  the  official  record. 


Further  information,  if  desired,  on  this  matter  may  be  obtained  prior  to  the  hearing  by 
phoning  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  staff  at  (415)  355-3731. 


San  Francisco’s  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Posted:  (DATE  POSTED) 


Landmark  tree  nomination  of  (NUMBER  OF  TREES) 
(SPECIES)  tree(s)  located  at  (LOCATION  OF  TREE). 
This  tree  has  been  nominated  by  (NOMINATOR). 


SF  Environment 


Our  home.  Our  city.  Our  planet. 


GAVIN  NEWSOM 
Mayor 


JARED  BLUMENFELD 
Director 


URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 


Month  Day,  Year 

Street  Address 
San  Francisco,  CA  Zip 

Dear  Property  Owner, 

I am  writing  in  regard  to  the  common  name  (scientific  name)  at  street  location.  [Nominator’s  full  name] 
has  officially  nominated  this  tree  for  landmark  status.  [As  a result,  it  receives  temporary  protection  as 
a landmark  tree  for  180  days  from  the  date  Supervisor  [last  name]  submitted  his  nomination.  This 
means  you  need  to  a permit  from  the  Department  of  Public  Works  in  order  to  remove  the  tree.] 

The  landmark  tree  program  is  a way  to  preserve  special  and  notable  trees.  If  a tree  receives 
landmark  tree  designation,  a permit  from  Department  of  Public  Works  will  be  required  to  remove  the 
tree.  I have  included  a packet  of  information  to  explain  the  landmark  tree  process. 

If  you  grant  me  permission,  I will  visit  and  evaluate  the  tree  on  your  property.  If  you  can  accommodate 
the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  members,  they  would  like  to  view  the  tree  at  your  convenience.  On 
[month,  day  year]  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  will  hold  a public  tree  hearing  to  discuss  the 
landmark  nomination  of  your  tree.  On  [month,  day,  year]  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  will  vote  on 
supporting  or  rejecting  this  nomination  The  Council  will  forward  their  recommendation  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors.  The  Board  will  vote  and  make  the  final  decision  on  the  landmark  status  of  this  tree. 

Please  contact  me  if  you  have  questions. 


Sincerely, 


Mei  Ling  Hui 

Urban  Forest  Coordinator 

meiling.hui@sfgov.org 

415-355-3731 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Gavin  Newsom,  Mayor 
Edward  D.  Reiskin,  Director 


%Sf 


Phone: (415) 554-6920 
Fax:  (415)  554-6944 
TDD:  (415)  554-6900 
sfdpw.org 


Department  of  Public  Works 
Office  of  the  Director 
City  Hall,  Room  348 
1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4645 


ORDER  NO.  177,415 

TREE  REMOVAL  HEARING  NOTICE 


The  Director  of  Public  Works  will  hold  a public  hearing  on  Monday,  February  25,  2008 
commencing  at  5:30  p.m.  in  Room  416  of  City  Hall,  located  at  1 Dr.  Carlton  6.  Goodlett 
Place,  San  Francisco,  to  consider  the  following: 


Removal  and  replacement  of  five  (5)  privately  maintained  trees  fronting  the 
property  at  2300  Vallejo  Street 

(Staff  has  denied  the  removal  of  four  trees,  the  applicant  has  protested.) 


Interested  parties  are  encouraged  to  attend.  Persons  unable  to  attend  the  public 
hearing  may  submit  written  comments  regarding  the  subject  matter  to  the  Bureau 
Urban  Forestry,  2323  Cesar  Chavez  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94124.  These 
comments  will  be  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  hearing  officer  and  made  a part 
of  the  official  public  record. 

Further  information,  if  desired,  on  this  matter  may  be  obtained  prior  to  the  hearing  by 
phoning  the  Bureau  of  Urban  Forestry  at  (415)  641-2676. 


Edward  D.  Reiskin 
Director  of  Public  Works 

Approved:  February  13,  2008 

c:  Department  file  (2) 

Administrative  Hearing  Officer 


-IMPROVING  THE  QUALITY  OF  LIFE  IN  SAN  FRANCISCO-  We  are  dedicated  individuals  committed  to  teamwork,  customer 
service  and  continuous  improvement  in  partnership  with  the  community. 
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FILE  NO. 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Public  Works  Code  - landmark  trees.] 

Ordinance  amending  Section  810  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code  to  make 
clarifying  changes,  establish  hearing  notice  provisions,  and  extend  the  term  of 
temporary  designation  of  nominated  landmark  trees;  and  making  environmental 
findings. 

Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman', 

deletions  are  strikethrough  italics  Times  New  Roman. 

Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 

Board  amendment  deletions  are  st ri keth ro ugfo-nofmal . 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section  1 . The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in 
this  Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California 
Public  Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of 

the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No. and  is  incorporated  herein  by 

reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 
Section  810,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  810.  LANDMARK  TREES. 

(a)  Designation  Criteria.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  shall  develop  and  recommend  for 
adoption  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  Resolution  No.  44-06.  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  File 
No.  060487  adopted  uniform  criteria  for  the  designation  of  landmark  trees,  which  eriteria  shall 
include^  consideration  of  the  age,  size,  shape,  species,  location,  historical  association,  visual 
quality,  or  and  other  contribution  to  the  City's  character,  as  set  forth  Section  810(f)(4)(A)-(E) 
below.  Upon  adoption  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  ,-th-e  This  designation  criteria,  which  may  be 
amended  from  time  to  time,  shall  apply  to  all  trees  within  the  territorial  limits  of  the  City  and 

Supervisor  McGoldrick  L/fs 
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County  of  San  Francisco.  Pending  adoption  of  criteria  for  designation  of  landmark  trees,  the  Urban 
Forestry  Conncilr  affected  City  departments,- and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  shall  rely  on  the  general 
criteria  set  forth  in  Section  810(f)(4)(A) — (Ef 

(b)  Designation  Process. 

(1 ) Nominations.  A tree  may  be  nominated  for  designation  as  a landmark  tree  by  any 
of  the  following  parties:  (i)  the  property  owner  whose  property  contains  the  subject  tree  by  a 
written  request  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council;  (ii)  the  Board  of  Supervisors  by  adoption  of  a 
motion  resolution  declaring  the  intent  to  nominate  a tree  for  landmark  status  or  theT  Planning 
Commission7  or  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  by  adoption  of  a resolution  of  intent 
to  nominate  a tree  for  landmark  status;  or  (iii)  the  director  of  any  City  agency  or  department  by 
filing  a nomination  letter  with  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  Each  tree  nominated  for  landmark 
tree  status  shall  be  the  subject  of  a separate  individual  nomination. 

(2)  Content  of  Nominations.  Nominations  shall  be  made  in  writing  to  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council  and  shall  include  the  basis  for  the  nomination,  which  may  address  one  or 
more  of  the  adopted  designation  criteria,  including  the  factors  listed  below  in  Section 

81 0(f)(4)(A)— (E)  below;  the  lot,  assessor's  block,  and  street  address  of  the  subject  property; 
one  or  more  pictures  of  the  tree;  and  any  other  information  that  the  nominating  property  owner 
or  entity  believes  would  be  pertinent  to  the  nomination. 

(3)  Urban  Forestry  Council  Hearing  and  Determination.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council 
shall  hold  a public  hearing  on  a nomination  -within-6Q  -days  of  receipt  ef-a  completed 
nomination  request,  and  shall  determine  whether  the  tree  qualifies  as  a landmark  tree 
pursuant  to  the  adopted  designation  criteria.  The  Urban  Forestry-Council  shall  meet  at  least 
twice  annually  to  consider  such  nomination  requests.  After  the  conclusion  of  the  public 
hearing,  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  shall  adopt  written  findings  that  specify  the  basis  for  its 

yy 
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decision  to  approve  or  reject  the  nomination  and  shall  forward  these  findings  to  the  applicant 
for  the  nomination  and  the  affected  property  owner.  If  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  determines 
that  the  subject  tree  meets  the  adopted  designation  criteria,  it  shall  forward  said  decision  to 
the  Director,  as  to  a tree  on  private  property,  or  to  the  subject  City  agency,  commission  or 
department,  as  to  a tree  on  City-owned  property.  If  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  rejects  the 
nomination,  the  Council  shall  not  accept  a new  request  for  the  subject  tree  for  three  years 
from  the  date  of  its  decision.  If  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  determines  that  a tree  qualifies  as 
a landmark  tree,  its  written  findings  on  the  nomination  shall  be  forwarded,  along  with  any 
recommendations  of  relevant  City  agencies,  commissions  or  departments,  shall  be  forwarded 
within  30  days  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  its  consideration  pursuant  to  Section  810(b)(4) 
of  this  Article.  If  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  fails  to  forward  said  findings  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  within  00  120  davs  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council's  receipt  of  the  nomination 
request,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  may,  in  its  discretion,  schedule  a public  hearing  on  the 
nomination,  in  which  event,  the  failure  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  forward  said  findings 
within  the  00  120  dav  period  shall  constitute  its  approval  of  the  nomination. 

(A)  If  the  nominated  tree  is  on  private  or  public  property,  the  Council  shall  provide 
mailed  or  delivered  notice  of  the  hearing  to  the  subject  property  owner  and  all  property  owners 
residents  adjoining  the  subject  property  where  the  tree  is  located  at  least  seven  (7)  davs  prior  to  its 
hearing.  The  Council,  in  its  discretion,  also  mav  provide  delivered  notice  of  the  hearing  to 
residents  adjoining  the  subject  property,  posted  notice,  or  both. 

(B)  If  the  subject  property  exceeds  one  (l)  acre  in  size,  the  Council  shall  provide  posted 

notice  in  lieu  of  the  mailed  or  delivered  notice.  Such  notice  shall  be  posted  on  at  least  two  locations 
on  each  block  face(s)  tangent  to  the  subject  property  at  least  seven  (7)  davs  prior  to  its  hearins. 


Supervisor  McGoldrick 
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(C)  If  the  Council  either  delivers  or  posts  notice  in  accordance  with  these  provisions. 

staff  assigned,  to  this  task  shall  sizn  an  affidavit,  accompanied  with  any  suvvortinz  material,  statin? 


when  and  where  the  notice  was  delivered  or  posted. 

(4)  Designation.  Upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Council,  the  Board 
of  Supervisors,  by  ordinance,  may  designate  as  a "landmark  tree"  any  tree  within  the  territorial 
limits  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  that  meets  the  adopted  designation  criteria,  or 
may  rescind  such  designations.  If  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  does  not  issue  findings  in  a 
timely  manner  pursuant  to  Subsection  (b)(3),  the  Board  of  Supervisors  shall  adopt  its  own 
findings  as  part  of  the  designation  of  a landmark  tree. 

(c)  Landmark  Tree  Designation  Recorded  Notice  and  Official  Book.  Upon  Board  of 
Supervisors  designation  of  a landmark  tree,  the  Department  or  affected  agency  shall  record  a 
notice  on  the  subject  property  concerning  the  landmark  tree.  The  Department  also  shall 
record  the  landmark  tree  designation  in  an  official  book  entitled  Landmark  Trees.  If  the 
landmark  tree  is  a street  tree  under  the  maintenance  responsibility  of  the  Department,  the 
Department  shall  record  the  landmark  tree  designation  in  a separate  section  of  the  Landmark 
Tree  book  that  is  reserved  for  those  landmark  trees  under  the  maintenance  responsibility  of 
the  Department.  The  Department  shall  maintain  this  book  for  public  review  and  update  it  on  a 
regular  basis  with  the  assistance  of  affected  agencies. 

(d)  Temporary  Designation  of  Landmark  Tree  Status. 

(1)  At  the  time  a member  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  introduces  a 


of  Supervisors  the  information  required  for  a landmark  tree  nomination  request  as  set  forth  in 
Section  810(b)(2),  the  subject  tree  shall  be  temporarily  designated  as  a landmark  tree 
("temporary  designation")  and  be  subject  to  the  provisions  governing  landmark  trees  set  forth 


_of_intent  to  initiate  a nomination  and  submits  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Board 


Supervisor  McGoldrick 

BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 


Page  4 


4/1/2008 

http://web1.sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc  Iandmarktree/supporting/2008/bospublicworkssect81  Oamendments.doc 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


herein  while  proceedings  are  pending  on  the  landmark  tree  designation.  At  the  time  the 
Planning  Commission  or  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  adopts  a resolution  of  intent 
to  initiate  a nomination,  temporary  designation  of  the  subject  tree  shall  occur.  If  the  Director  of 
the  Department  or  the  director  of  any  other  City  agency,  commission  or  department  initiates 
landmark  tree  designation,  temporary  designation  shall  occur  when  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council  adopts  a resolution  determining  that  the  subject  tree  qualifies  for  landmark  tree  status. 
In  addition,  the  Director  of  the  Department  shall  have  the  authority  to  issue  an  emergency 
order  that  temporarily  designates  a tree  on  private  property  or  on  any  property  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Department  to  prevent  the  immediate  removal  of  a tree.  Upon  initiation  of  a 
nomination  pursuant  to  this  Section,  the  entity  initiating  nomination  shall  immediately  inform 
the  Director  who  shall  immediately  cause  a notice  to  be  provided  to  the  relevant  department 
or  private  property  owner  informing  them  of  the  special  permit  and  approval  requirements 
pursuant  to  Section  810(f). 

(2)  If  275  days  have  elapsed  from  the  date  of  temporary  designation  and  final 
action  on  landmark  tree  designation  has  not  been  completed,  the  temporary  designation 
status  for  the  subject  tree  shall  expire  unless  the  Board  of  Supervisors  adopts  a resolution  to 
extend  the  temporary  designation.  Such  extension  shall  not  exceed  90  additional  days. 

(3)  Although  the  subject  tree  ultimately  may  be  designated  as  a landmark  tree 
sometime  after  expiration  of  temporary  designation  status,  once  the  temporary  designation 
has  expired  or  is  rejected  as  set  forth  below  in  Subsection  (5).  the  affected  tree  shall  not  be 
subject  to  a new  temporary  designation  for  at  least  two  years  from  the  date  of  temporary 
designation. 

(4)  The  215-day  term  of  temporary  designation  or  any  additional  term,  if  extended  through 
Hoard  of  Supervisors  action  pursuant  to  this  Section,  shall  automatically  be  extended  30  additional 
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days  from  the  date  the  Mayor  either  si2ns  the  ordinance  designating  the  subject  tree  as  a landmark  tree 
or  the  10th  day  after  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  refers  said  ordinance  to  the  Mayor  and  the  ordinance  is  not 
signed  or  vetoed. 

(5)  If  the  Board  of  Supervisors  rejects  a resolution  of  intent  to  initiate  nomination  of  a 
tree  or  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  rejects  a nomination  under  subsection  (b)(3),  the 
temporary  designation  shall  automatically  terminate. 

(e)  Zoning  Administrator.  The  Zoning  Administrator  shall  be  required  to  identify 
designated  landmark  tree(s)  on  proposed  development  or  construction  sites  and  to  notify  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council  and  the  Department  or  affected  City  agency,  commission  or 
department.  The  Zoning  Administrator  and  the  Department  or  such  other  City  Agency, 
commission  or  department  with  jurisdiction,  shall  be  required  to  impose  measures  to  protect 
such  landmark  trees  on  a construction  site  against  damage  to  trunk,  roots,  and  branches  in 
accordance  with  Section  808(c)  of  this  Article.  Removal  of  such  trees  shall  be  subject  to  the 
rules  and  procedures  for  removal  of  landmark  trees  provided  in  this  Section. 

(f)  Removal  Criteria  and  Procedures. 

(1 ) Removal  Criteria.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  shall  develop  and  recommend  for 
adoption  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  uniform  criteria,  rules,  and  procedures  governing 
determinations  to  remove  landmark  trees.  Removal  criteria  shall  require  consideration  and 
written  findings  on  all  of  the  factors  related  to  the  landmark  tree  as  set  forth  in  Section 
810(g)(4),  below,  and  shall  not  authorize  the  removal  of  a landmark  tree  unless  the  it 
constitutes  a hazard  tree  pursuant  to  Section  802(o).  Public  notice,  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  Section  806(a)(2),  and  a hearing  shall  be  required. 

(2)  Removal  on  Private  Property;  Special  Permit  Required.  A property  owner  who 
desires  a permit  to  remove  a landmark  tree  shall  apply  to  the  Department  on  the  designated 
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form.  Such  application  must  be  accompanied  by  an  administrative  fee  in  accordance  with  a 
fee  schedule  adopted  by  the  Director.  Except  in  the  case  of  manifest  danger  and  immediate 
necessity,  landmark  trees  on  private  property  shall  be  removed  only  after  the  Director's 
determination  and  issuance  of  a permit,  following  a public  hearing.  If  the  Director  determines 
that  removal  of  a landmark  tree  is  necessary  or  permissible  in  accordance  with  the  adopted 
removal  criteria,  the  Director  may  impose  such  reasonable  conditions  on  the  permit  for 
removal  as  he  or  she  deems  necessary  to  compensate  for  the  loss  of  the  tree,  including  but 
not  limited  to  the  replacement  value  of  the  tree,  administrative  costs,  and  contribution  to  the 
Adopt-A-Tree  Fund.  The  Director's  determination  shall  be  final  and  appealable  to  the  Board  of 
Appeals.  Any  person  seeking  permission  to  remove  a landmark  tree  must  pay  all  costs  related 
to  the  permit  process  and  public  hearings.  Pending  adoption  of  criteria  for  removal  of 
landmark  trees,  the  Department  shall  rely  on  the  general  criteria  set  forth  in  Section 
81 0(f)(4)(A) — (F). 

(3)  Removal  on  City-owned  Property;  Special  Approval  Required.  Removal  of  a 
landmark  tree(s)  on  City  property  under  the  jurisdiction  of  any  City  agency,  commission,  or 
department  shall  be  subject  to  the  criteria,  rules,  and  procedures  adopted  by  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  pursuant  to  Section  810(f)(1),  above,  including  the  process  for  public  notice  and  a 
hearing  prior  to  removal  of  the  tree.  After  following  said  criteria,  rules,  and  procedures,  the 
subject  City  agency,  commission,  or  department  shall  make  its  decision  on  removal  of  a 
landmark  tree(s).  Such  decision  is  final  and  nonappealable.  Pending  the  Board  of 
Supervisor's  adoption  of  the  criteria,  rules,  and  procedures  pursuant  to  Section  810(f)(1),  the 
agency,  commission,  or  department  shall  follow  the  general  criteria  of  Subsection  (f)(4)(A)--(F) 
and  similar  rules  and  procedures  for  removal  of  street  trees  as  set  forth  in  Section  806(c)  and 
for  removal  of  hazard  trees  as  set  forth  in  this  Section  806(a)(4).  This  Subsection  shall  not 

Supervisor  McGoldrick  % 

BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS  Page  7 

4/1/2008 

http;//web1.s(govorg/site/uploadedfiles/s(environment/meetings/ufclandmarktree/supporting/2008/bospublicworkssect81 0am  endments.doc 


1 

I 2 

3 

I 4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


supercede  the  Charter  jurisdiction  that  has  been  granted  to  any  City  agency,  commission,  or 
department. 

(4)  Required  Findings.  As  part  of  any  determination  that  authorizes  removal  of  any 
landmark  tree,  the  City  entity  making  such  determination  shall,  in  addition  to  the  adopted 
removal  criteria,  consider  and  make  written  findings  on  each  of  the  following  factors  related  to 
the  tree: 

(A)  Size,  age,  and  species; 

(B)  Visual  characteristics,  including  the  tree's  form  and  whether  it  is  a 
prominent  landscape  feature; 

(C)  Cultural  or  historic  characteristics,  including  whether  the  tree  has  significant 
ethnic  appreciation  or  historical  association  or  whether  the  tree  was  part  of  a historic  planting 
program  that  defines  neighborhood  character; 

(D)  Ecological  characteristics,  including  whether  the  tree  provides  important 
wildlife  habitat,  is  part  of  a group  of  interdependent  trees,  provides  erosion  control,  or  acts  as 
a wind  or  sound  barrier; 

(E)  Locational  characteristics,  including  whether  the  tree  is  in  a high  traffic  area 
or  low  tree  density  area,  provides  shade  or  other  benefits  to  multiple  properties,  and  is  visually 
accessible  from  the  public  right-of-way;  and 

(F)  One  or  more  criteria  that  qualify  the  tree  as  a hazard  tree  pursuant  to 
Section  802(o). 

(5)  Emergency  Removal  on  Private  Property.  In  the  case  of  manifest  danger  and 
immediate  necessity,  as  determined  by  the  Director,  the  Director  may  remove  or  require  the 
responsible  owner(s)  to  remove  a landmark  tree  immediately.  After  such  emergency  removal, 
the  Director  shall  provide  written  notice  of  the  necessity  for  such  action  to  the  Board  of 
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Supervisors  and  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  shall  also  provide  such  notice  to  all 
interested  San  Francisco  organizations  and,  to  the  extent  practical,  to  the  owners  and 
occupants  of  properties  that  are  on  or  across  from  the  block  face  where  the  affected  tree  was 
removed.  If  the  Department  incurs  any  costs  related  to  an  emergency  removal,  said  costs, 
including  labor,  equipment,  materials,  inspection  services,  and  administrative  costs,  shall  be 
an  obligation  owing  by  the  responsible  owner(s)  to  the  City.  Removal  of  a landmark  tree 
pursuant  to  this  Subsection  is  not  subject  to  Section  810(f)(4)  above. 

(6)  Emergency  Removal  on  City-owned  Property.  In  the  case  of  manifest  danger  and 
immediate  necessity,  as  determined  by  the  director  or  general  manager  of  the  subject  agency, 
commission,  or  department,  the  subject  agency,  commission,  or  department  may  remove  a 
landmark  tree  within  its  jurisdiction  immediately.  After  such  emergency  removal,  the  subject 
agency,  department,  or  commission  shall  provide  written  notice  of  the  necessity  of  such  action 
to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  Department  of  Public  Works  and 
shall  also  provide  such  notice  to  all  interested  San  Francisco  organization  and,  to  the  extent 
practical,  the  owners  and  occupants  of  properties  that  are  on  or  across  from  the  block  face 
where  the  affected  tree  was  removed.  Removal  of  a landmark  tree  pursuant  to  this  Subsection 
is  not  subject  to  Section  810(f)(4)  above. 

(g)  If  a landmark  tree(s)  has  been  designated  as  part  of  a local  historic  district  or 
landmark  under  Article  1 0 of  the  Planning  Code,  removal  of  such  tree  shall  be  subject  to  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  the  Planning  Code  Article  10  in  addition  to  the  requirements  of 
Subsection  810(f)  above.  In  the  case  of  a conflict  between  Section  810(f)  and  the  Article  10 
designation,  the  more  restrictive  provisions  shall  apply. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
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DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


John  D.  Malamut 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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San  Francisco  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Criteria  for  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation 

Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  Section  810,  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  has 
developed  these  criteria  for  evaluating  potential  landmark  trees  in  San  Francisco. 

When  evaluating  or  considering  potential  landmark  trees,  please  consider  the  context  of  the  tree  within 
its  site  location.  For  example,  a tree  on  PUC  land  may  not  have  the  same  community  importance  that  a 
street  or  park  tree  would. 

Rare:  Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco.  Also  consider  rarity  in  California,  North  America,  world. 

Size:  Notable  size  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species. 

Age:  Significantly  advanced  age  (known  or  estimated). 

Historical  association:  Related  to  a historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 

Ethnic  appreciation:  Particular  value  to  certain  ethnic  groups  in  neighborhood  or  city. 

Neighborhood  appreciation:  Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor 
gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or  related  to  tree,  etc. 

Planting  defines  neighborhood  character:  Contributes  to  neighborhood  aesthetic. 

Profiled  in  a publication  or  other  media:  Tree  has  received  print,  internet,  video  media  coverage. 
High  traffic  area:  High  visibility,  possible  traffic  calming  effect. 

Low  tree  density:  Tree  exists  in  a neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 

Extends  between  multiple  properties:  High  visibility,  multiple  neighbors  share  tree. 

Accessible  from  public  right-of-way:  High  visibility. 

Important  wildlife  habitat:  Wildlife  shelter  and/or  food  (observed  or  potential). 

Interdependent  group  of  trees:  This  tree  forms  a supercanopy  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse 
impact  on  adjacent  trees. 

Erosion  control:  Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 

Wind  or  sound  barrier:  Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise 
Prominent  landscape  feature:  A striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Character  defining  form:  Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  particular  species. 

Tree  condition:  Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a hazard. 
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URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 

CRITERIA  FOR  LANDMARK  TREE  EVALUATION  (DRAFT) 


Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  Section  810,  the  UFC  has  developed  these  criteria 
for  evaluating  potential  landmark  trees  in  San  Francisco.  When  evaluating  or  considering  potential 
landmark  trees,  please  consider  the  context  of  the  tree  within  its  site  location.  For  example,  a tree  on  PUC 
land  may  not  have  the  same  community  importance  that  a street  or  park  tree  would.  Use  comment  sections, 
as  appropriate,  to  explain  or  support  evaluation.  Attach  sheets  if  more  space  is  needed. 

Rarity:  Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco.  Also  consider  rarity  in  San  Francisco  (region  or 
ecological  zone). 

Size:  Notable  size  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species. 

Age:  Significantly  advanced  in  age  for  this  species. 

Historical  Association:  Related  to  a historic  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 

Cultural  appreciation:  Particular  value  to  certain  cultural,  ethnic  or  religious  group  in  the  city. 

Neighborhood  appreciation:  Multiple  neighbors  appreciate  tree  as  shown  by  indicators  such  as 
letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or  related  to  tree,  etc. 

Tree  ? neighborhood  character:  Tree  contributes  significantly  to  neighborhood  aesthetic. 

Prominent  landscape  feature:  A striking,  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Profded  in  a publication  or  other  media:  Tree  has  received  print,  internet,  video  media 
coverage. 

Traffic  calming  value:  T ree  is  located  in  an  area  that  has  a high  volume  of  vehicular,  pedestrian 
or  bike  traffic  and  has  a potential  traffic  calming  effect. 

Low  tree  density:  Tree  exists  in  a neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 

Visible  or  Accessible  from  public  right-of-way.  High  visibility  and/or  access  from  public 
property. 

Important  w ildlife  habitat:  This  type  of  tree  has  a know  relationship  with  a particular  wildlife 
species  or  it  provides  food,  shelter,  or  nesting  to  specific  known  wildlife  individuals. 

Interdependent  group  of  trees:  This  tree  is  an  integral  member  of  a group  of  trees,  and 
removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on  adjacent  trees. 

Erosion  control:  Tree  prevents  soil  erosion 

Wind  or  sound  barrier:  Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise 
Character-defining  form:  Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  particular  species. 


Tree  condition:  Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a hazard 
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Return  to  Provision  3 1 


Guidelines  for  Developing  and 

i Evaluating  Tree  Ordinances 


Defining  special  trees:  heritage,  historic,  and  landmark  trees 


As  noted  in  our  discussion  of  provision  3 1 , individual  trees  may  be  considered  important  community 
resources  because  of  unique  or  noteworthy  characteristics  or  values.  Such  trees  have  been  described  in 
ordinances  as  heritage,  historic,  landmark,  legacy,  special  interest,  significant,  or  specimen  trees  or 
various  permutations  of  these  terms  (e.g.,  heritage  oak,  exceptional  specimen  tree).  In  some  ordinances, 
trees  are  simply  labeled  protected  trees  (i.e.,  trees  afforded  protection  by  the  ordinance).  Regardless  of 
the  term  used,  the  concept  is  the  same:  trees  with  certain  characteristics  are  singled  out  for  special 
consideration  in  the  ordinance.  Most  commonly,  one  or  more  of  the  following  criteria  are  used  to  define 
a special  status  tree: 

Size  - Some  component  of  tree  size,  most  frequently  trunk  diameter,  may  be  used  to  define  a special 
status  tree.  Most  commonly,  a given  diameter  at  4.5  ft  above  grade  (i.e.,  diameter  at  breast  height  or 
DBH)  is  used  as  the  size  standard.  Additional  rules  are  typically  needed  to  handle  trees  that  are  multi- 
trunked or  branch  below  4.5  ft.  Because  the  relationships  between  DBH  and  canopy  spread  or  DBH  and 
tree  age  vary  by  species,  different  tree  diameter  standards  may  be  applied  to  different  species. 

Although  a tree  diameter  standard  is  fairly  objective,  the  threshold  diameter  is  often  set  more  or  less 
arbitrarily.  As  such,  management  decisions  based  solely  on  a threshold  diameter  may  not  be  particularly 
logical.  For  example,  if  the  threshold  diameter  for  protecting  a tree  is  24  inches  DBH,  a tree  with  a 
diameter  of  23.9  inches  would  be  ignored,  even  though  it  might  have  a greater  canopy  spread  than  a tree 
with  a larger  DBH.  Furthermore,  the  measurement  of  DBH  with  standard  equipment  such  as  diameter 
tapes  or  calipers  is  subject  to  errors  related  to  trunk  or  bark  irregularities  and  minor  shifts  in  the  location 
of  the  measuring  device.  A tree  with  a DBH  measured  as  24.2  inches  by  one  observer  could  be  measured 
at  23.5  inches  by  another  observer.  These  problems  are  minimized  when  small  threshold  diameters  (e.g., 
3 inches)  are  used. 

Other  components  of  tree  size,  such  as  maximum  canopy  spread  or  height,  may  also  be  considered 
independently  or  in  conjunction  with  tree  diameter.  The  National  Register  of  Big  Trees,  maintained  by 
American  Forests,  uses  a point  system  to  rate  tree  size.  Points  for  each  tree  are  calculated  by  summing 
trunk  circumference  (at  4.5  ft)  in  inches,  tree  height  in  feet,  and  one-quarter  of  the  average  crown  spread 
in  feet.  This  system  is  used  to  determine  "champion"  trees  for  each  species.  Some  ordinances  expressly 
confer  special  tree  status  on  state  or  national  champion  trees.  More  local  "champion"  trees  could  be 
defined  using  the  same  methods. 

Species  - Special  status  may  be  conferred  only  to  certain  species  of  trees.  Special  status  trees  are  often, 
but  not  always,  important  locally  native  species  or  trees  that  are  associated  with  the  character  of  a 
community.  Certain  species  that  are  relatively  rare  in  an  area,  whether  native  or  not,  may  also  be  granted 
special  status.  In  some  cases,  species  is  used  to  specifically  exempt  certain  trees  from  special  status 
regardless  of  size.  For  instance,  weedy  trees  such  as  tree-of-heaven  (Ailanthus  altissima)  or  trees  used 
for  commercial  purposes  (e.g.,  fruit  trees,  plantation  lumber  or  pulp  trees)  may  be  excluded  from 
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consideration  as  special  status  trees.  Unless  interspecific  hybrids  are  present  in  an  area  or  the  taxonomy 
of  a species  changes,  species  is  probably  the  most  objective  criterion  used  in  defining  special  status 
trees. 

Age  - Especially  old  trees  are  a link  to  the  past,  so  many  definitions  of  special  status  trees  include  age  as 
a criterion.  In  practice,  tree  age  is  fairly  difficult  to  determine  in  standing  trees  unless  documentation  of 
tree  age  exists  from  historical  accounts,  photographs,  or  associations  with  historical  structures.  Tree  age 
is  sometimes  inferred  from  tree  size,  especially  DBH.  However,  the  relationship  between  age  and  DBH 
varies  with  species,  site  quality,  management  history,  and  other  factors,  so  DBH  is  usually  only  a crude 
estimator  of  tree  age.  Determining  age  by  increment  boring  is  theoretically  possible,  but  is  potentially 
damaging  to  the  tree  and  is  fraught  with  difficulties  if  trees  are  large,  have  very  hard  wood,  or  are 
decayed  in  the  center. 

Historic  significance  - A tree  may  be  associated  with  a notable  local  or  regional  historical  event, 
person,  structure,  or  landscape.  Almost  every  tree  that  has  been  around  for  a while  has  some  historical 
significance,  whether  it  is  recognized  or  not.  Determining  whether  the  historical  significance  of  a given 
tree  is  sufficiently  notable  is  therefore  a subjective  matter.  Historic  tree  status  is  typically  granted  by  a 
governing  (e.g.,  city  council)  or  advisory  body  (e.g.,  tree  commission).  Some  ordinances  automatically 
confer  historic  status  on  trees  designated  as  historical  landmarks  by  certain  other  organizations  (e.g., 
historical  societies).  In  addition,  ordinances  may  assign  special  status  to  trees  dedicated  or  planted  as 
public  memorials. 

Ecological  value  - All  trees  serve  a variety  of  ecological  functions.  Certain  trees  or  groups  of  trees  may 
have  especially  high  ecological  value  because  of  their  location,  size,  species,  and/or  condition.  For 
example,  a given  tree  may  be  an  important  roost,  nesting  site,  or  food  source  for  certain  wildlife  species; 
it  may  be  situated  in  a site  where  it  plays  a critical  role  in  stabilizing  soil  or  providing  shade  needed  by 
other  plant  or  animal  species;  it  may  be  an  important  genetic  resource  for  a local  tree  population  or  the 
species  as  a whole.  Input  from  trained  biologists  and  ecologists  may  be  necessary  to  document  particular 
ecological  values  that  may  not  be  obvious  to  the  general  public. 

Aesthetics  - Since  beauty  is  in  the  eye  of  the  beholder,  assigning  special  status  on  the  basis  of  aesthetics 
is  always  highly  subjective.  A tree  may  have  special  aesthetic  value  due  to  its  form,  whether  it  is 
especially  perfect  and  symmetrical  or  notably  craggy  and  idiosyncratic.  Also,  the  function  that  a tree 
serves  in  a landscape  may  be  sufficient  to  justify  special  status;  for  example,  a landmark  pair  of  trees 
that  frame  an  entrance.  In  the  absence  of  other  noteworthy  characteristics,  it  may  be  contentious  to  base 
special  status  upon  aesthetics  alone. 

Location  - Trees  in  particular  locations  may  be  accorded  special  status  in  recognition  of  the  important 
aesthetic  or  ecological  functions  that  they  serve.  Proximity  to  a thoroughfare  can  be  used  to  classify  a 
tree  as  a street  tree,  which  may  be  accorded  special  status  whether  or  not  it  is  in  the  public  right-of-way 
or  is  under  public  or  private  care.  Trees  located  along  or  within  a set  distance  from  watercourses  may 
also  be  give  special  status  due  to  their  importance  in  stabilizing  streambanks  or  providing  shaded 
riverine  habitat.  In  some  cases,  the  location  of  a tree  is  considered  in  conjunction  with  size  or  species 
parameters. 

Required  plantings  and  retained  trees  - If  trees  are  have  been  preserved  or  planted  as  a requirement  of 
development,  the  community  has  a vested  interest  to  ensure  that  the  trees  are  protected.  The  purpose  of 
planting  and  tree  retention  is  to  develop  mature  tree  canopy,  and  this  cannot  occur  if  the  subject  trees  are 
eliminated,  ruined  by  topping  or  other  poor  maintenance  practices,  or  replaced  frequently  with  young 
trees.  By  explicitly  providing  special  status  to  such  trees  in  the  ordinance,  a jurisdiction  may  be  able  to 
provide  a higher  level  of  regulatory  protection  to  such  trees  and  increase  the  penalties  associated  with 
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unauthorized  damage  to  or  removal  of  the  tree. 

Other  unique  characteristics  - This  grab-bag  term  may  be  added  to  the  list  of  criteria  used  to  designate 
special  status  trees  because  it  is  difficult  to  anticipate  all  possible  situations  of  significance.  For 
example,  a given  tree  may  become  a local  or  regional  cultural  icon  due  to  an  event  or  apparition  that  is 
associated  with  it.  This  criterion  will  again  be  subjective  and  typically  may  be  invoked  through  the 
approval  of  a governing  body. 

Because  each  criterion  above  has  clear  limitations  and  difficulties,  most  definitions  include  a 
combination  of  criteria.  The  following  definition  include  examples  of  many  of  the  criteria  discussed 
above. 


Protected  tree  includes  all  of  the  following: 

(1) Private  protected  tree  means  any  tree  with  a DBH  of  six  inches  or 
more  located  on  any  lot  within  twenty  feet  of  a street  right-of-way  (including 
an  approved  private  street  or  other  access  easement)  or  a tree  with  a DBH  of 
eight  inches  or  more  located  within  ten  feet  of  any  other  property  line,  or  a 
tree  with  a DBH  of  twelve  inches  or  more  located  elsewhere  on  the  lot. 

(2) Public  protected  tree  means  any  tree  located  on  lands  owned  by  the 
city,  or  other  governmental  agencies  or  authorities,  or  any  land  upon  which 
easements  are  imposed  for  the  benefit  of  the  city,  or  other  governmental 
agencies  or  authorities,  or  upon  which  other  ownership  control  may  be 
exerted  by  the  city,  or  other  governmental  agencies  or  authorities,  including 
rights-of-way,  parks,  public  areas  and  easements  for  drainage,  sewer,  water 
and  other  public  utilities,  with: 

(i)  A DBH  of  six  inches  or  more  located  within  a city  or  other 
governmental  right-of-way,  or 

(ii)  A DBH  of  six  inches  or  more  and  located  on  any  lot  within 
twenty  feet  of  a street  right-of-way,  or 

(iii)  A DBH  of  eight  inches  or  more  located  on  any  lot  within  ten 
feet  of  any  other  property  line,  or 

(iv)  A DBH  of  twelve  inches  or  more  located  elsewhere  on  the 
lot. 

(3)  Exceptional  specimen  tree  means  any  tree  which  is  determined  by  the 
City  Council  to  be  of  unique  and  intrinsic  value  to  the  general  public  because 
of  its  size,  age,  historic  association  or  ecological  value  or  any  tree 
designated  a Florida  State  Champion,  United  States  Champion  or  World 
Champion  by  the  American  Forestry  Association.  The  Chief  shall  keep  a 
record  of  all  specimen  trees  so  designated  and  their  location. 

[Jacksonville,  FL:  Ordinance  code  Title  XVII,  Section  656.1203bb] 

As  noted  in  provision  3 1 , special  tree  status  is  best  targeted  at  individual  trees,  typically  in  areas  that  do 
not  have  natural  stands  of  trees.  When  stands  of  trees  or  patches  of  forest  or  woodland  are  the  topic  of 
concern,  the  approach  described  in  provision  32  (forest  and  woodland  conservation)  may  be  more 
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Overview  of  other  tree  preservation  programs  for  Landmark  Tree  Committee  Meeting 


Other  cities  tend  to  have  two  types  of  Landmark/Heritage/Historic  tree  programs: 

1 . All  tree  of  a certain  type,  size  or  size  and  type  combined,  are  landmarked  automatically 

2.  Similar  to  ours,  set  of  criteria  and  each  tree  is  judged  on  an  individual  basis.  Sometimes 
this  is  a public  process,  like  ours,  sometimes  it  a process  internal  to  whatever  department 
or  agency  administers. 

Milpitas  asks  for  physical  description  and  historical  association. 

Vancouver  asks  if  the  tree  is  distinctive  in  size,  species,  location,  beauty,  historic  association, 
function. 

Singapore  has  an  online  form  and  asks  for  a “brief  description”  including  species,  size  and  age. 
They  have  another  box  where  a person  can  add  “other  reasons  for  nomination/other  comments.” 

Mountain  View  is  by  size  as  well  as  three  species,  which  they  list  by  genus  only.  Quercus, 
Sequoia,  Cedrus. 

Palo  Alto  protects  Coast  Live  and  Valley  Oaks  of  certain  size. 

Utah  (state  program)  asks  for  size  and  historic  association. 

Whangarei,  New  Zealand  asks  for  similar  information  to  our  program:  form,  rarity,  health, 
physical  and  ecological  contribution  provided  by  the  tree,  age,  size,  public  accessibility,  group 
interdependency,  the  role  it  plays  in  the  setting  in  which  it  grows,  climactic  influences,  a 
landscape  feature,  historic  association,  if  it  has  significant  scientific  or  botanical  context. 

Atherton  designates  trees  in  preservation  areas,  Quercus  lobata  (Valley),  agrifolia  (Coast  Live), 
douglasii  (Blue).  They  designate  some  trees  as  trees  which  will  not  be  considered  and  they  don’t’ 
really  give  a list  of  what  qualifies,  though  they  do  say  that  these  trees  are  important  because  they 
are  essential  to  health,  welfare  and  quality  of  life  of  the  citizens  of  Atherton  and  that  they:  are 
beautiful,  provide  ecological  benefits,  prevent  erosion,  protect  against  flood  and  landslides, 
reduce  pollution,  absorb  noise,  climate  control,  reduce  wind. 

Tennessee  (state  program)  has  Landmark  and  Historic  trees.  Landmark  trees  must  either  be  an 
establish  and  recognized  community  feature  that’s  more  than  50  years  old  OR  planted  as  a 
memorial  for  an  individual,  group,  event,  or  cause  and  be  more  than  50  years  old.  Historic  trees 
must  have  been  a “direct  witness”  to  some  important  event. 

Lake  Oswego,  Oregon  indicates  that  a tree  is  a Heritage  tree  if  it  is  special  because  of  its  size  or 
age  and  that  it  must  be  healthy. 

Stockton,  three  oak  species  are  automatically  landmarked  if  they  reach  a certain  size. 
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Lake  Forest  Park,  Washington  asks  for  outstanding  age,  size  or  specimen,  rarity,  historical 
association  interdependency,  wildlife  habitat. 

Jacksonville,  Florida  designates  trees  of  certain  sizes  combined  with  proximity  to  public  rights  of 
way  or  property  lines,  and  trees  deemed  “exceptional”  by  the  City  Council  due  to  it’s  age,  size, 
historical  or  ecological  value.  Also  trees  deemed  “Champion”  by  the  American  Forestry 
Association. 


City  of  Miipitas 


HERITAGE  TREE  PROGRAM 
NOMINATION  FORM 


The  City  of  Milpitas  Heritage  Tree  Program  is  established  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  City  of  Milpitas  Municipal  Code,  Chapter  2 - Tree  and  Planting, 
Section  X-2-4,  Permits  Required,  to  help  increase  public  awareness  of  the  important 
contribution  of  trees  to  the  residents  of  Milpitas.  The  goals  of  the  program  are  to 
recognize  and  designate  individual  trees  or  groves  of  trees  to  promote  appreciation 
of  the  trees  and  their  benefit  to  the  community,  and  to  nurture  and  protect  the  trees 
as  part  of  the  city's  heritage.  Please  submit  the  completed  form  to  the  following 
address: 


City  of  Milpitas 

Public  Works  Department 

1265  North  Milpitas  Blvd. 

Milpitas,  CA  95035 

ATTN:  Heritage  Tree  Nomination 


1.  TREE  NOMINATOR: 

Name 

Address  

City State Zip_ 

Phone Fax 

Email  address 

2.  TREE  OWNER: 

Name_ 

Add  ress 

City State  Zip 

Phone _Fax 


Email  address 


Public  Works  Department 


Phone:  408-586-2601 
Fax:  408-586-2610 


City  of  Milpitas 


HERITAGE  TREE  PROGRAM 
NOMINATION  FORM 


3.  Does  the  present  owner  support  the  nomination  of  this  tree?  If  so,  please 

submit  a letter  of  support  from  the  owner.  If  not,  please  explain  in  the  space 
below. 


4.  NAME  OF  TREE(S) 

Botanical  Name: 

Common  Name: 

5.  LOCATION  OF  THE  TREE(S) 

The  Tree  is  located  on Private  Property  or  on Public  Property 

(check  one) 

Address  of  property  where  the  tree  is  located 


Attach  a site  map  indicating  the  tree's  precise  location. 

6.  PHYSICAL  DESCRIPTION 

Age Date  Planted 

> Diameter  at  breast  height Canopy  Spread 

Health  and  Condition 
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City  of  Milpitas 

HERITAGE  TREE  PROGRAM 
NOMINATION  FORM 


7.  HISTORY  AND  SIGNIFICANCE  OF  TREE(S) 

Provide  a brief  account  of  the  history  of  the  tree  or  group  of  trees.  Include  all 
the  important  dates,  people,  events,  legends  and/or  activities  associated  with 
the  tree(s).  Please  list  who  planted  the  tree  and  when  (if  known),  followed  by 
all  owners,  in  chronological  order,  with  dates  of  ownership  (if  known).  Explain 
the  historical  significance  of  the  tree(s)  to  the  community.  List  any  other 
entities  (organizations  or  agencies)  that  have  recognized  this  tree  as  historic. 
Describe  any  local  recognition  status  given  to  the  tree(s). 


8.  SUPPORTING  DOCUMENTATION 

Please  attach  photographs  of  the  tree(s)  and  the  surrounding  area,  including 
copies  of  any  available  historic  photos.  Please  include  close-up  shots  of  the 
tree  as  well  as  photos  giving  an  idea  of  the  tree's  relation  to  its  surroundings. 
All  photos  should  be  identified  and  dated,  and  will  not  be  returned.  Also, 
please  include  any  documentation  of  protective  measures  (if  applicable). 
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Vancouver 


Vancouver  Municipal  Code 

.Return  to  Chapter  20.770  TREE  CONSERVATION 

Section  20.770.120  Heritage  Trees. 

A.  Heritage  tree  inventory. 

1 The  city  shall  develop  a Heritage  T ree  Inventory  that  shall  satisfy  the  criteria  of  this 
section.  The  initial  inventory  shall  be  the  responsibility  of  the  Urban  Forestry 
Commission  as  established  under  VMC  12.02  and  shall  be  updated  annually  by  the 
Commission.  The  City  Council,  Planning  Commission,  Urban  Forestry  Commission, 
neighborhood  association,  property  owner,  or  any  person  may  recommend  to  the  city 
that  a tree  be  designated  a heritage  tree. 

2.  The  heritage  tree  designation  may  be  applied  to  a tree  or  grove  of  trees. 

3.  The  Urban  Forestry  Commission  shall  process  additions  or  changes  to  the 
inventory  by  means  of  a Type  ill  process  as  set  forth  in  Section  20.210.060  VMC.  In 
addition  to  other  required  notice,  the  city  shall  notify  each  property  owner  by  certified  or 
registered  mail  when  a tree  on  the  owner's  property  has  been  proposed  for  designation 
to  the  Heritage  Tree  Inventory.  The  notice  and  a response  form  shall  be  mailed  at  least 
30  calendar  days  prior  to  the  public  hearing.  If  the  owner  of  the  property  objects  to  such 
designation  in  writing  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Commission  prior  to  the  public  hearing  or  at 
the  public  hearing,  the  designation  procedure  shall  not  proceed. 

4.  After  the  commission  completes  its  hearing,  it  shall  add  the  designated  tree(s)  to 
the  Heritage  Tree  Inventory  if  its  meets  the  criteria  found  in  this  subsection  B below. 
Decisions  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Commission  may  be  appealed  by  any  aggrieved  party 
as  set  forth  in  20.210.130  VMC. 


B.  Criteria.  For  any  individual  tree  or  grove  of  trees  to  be  listed  as  a heritage  tree(s),  it 
must  be  in  an  apparently  healthy  growing  condition  and  one  or  more  of  the  following 
exist: 

1 . The  tree  has  a dbh  of  36  inches  or  greater; 

2.  The  tree  is  included  in  the  City  of  Vancouver  Heritage  Tree  Inventory  as 
established  by  the  Urban  Forestry  Commission  based  on  one  or  more  of  the  following 
criteria: 

a.  The  tree  has  a distinctive  size,  shape,  or  location,  or  is  of  a distinctive  species  or  age 
which  warrants  a Heritage  Tree  status;  or 

b.  The  tree  possesses  exceptional  beauty  which  warrants  a Heritage  Tree  status;  or 

c.  The  tree  is  distinctive  due  to  a functional  or  aesthetic  relationship  to  a natural 
resource,  such  as  trees  located  along  stream  banks  or  trees  located  along  ridge  lines; 
or 

d.  The  tree  has  a documented  association  with  a historical  figure,  property,  or 
significant  historical  event. 

3.  A grove  may  be  considered  for  Heritage  Grove  Status  if  it  is  apparently  in  a healthy 
growing  condition  and  one  or  more  of  the  following  criteria: 

a.  The  grove  is  relatively  mature  and  is  of  a rare  or  unusual  nature  containing  trees  that 
are  distinctive  either  due  to  size,  §hape,  species  or  age;  or 

b.  The  grove  is  distinctive  due  to  a functional  or  aesthetic  relationship  to  a natural 
resource,  such  as  trees  located  along  stream  banks,  or  trees  located  along  ridge  lines; 
or 

c.  The  grove  has  documented  association  with  a historical  figure,  property,  or 
significant  historical  event. 


C.  Heritage  trees  development  review. 


1 . When  development  is  proposed  for  property  which  contains  a heritage  tree,  and  the 
planning  official  determines  that  the  proposed  development  may  affect  a heritage  tree, 
the  property  owner  must  have  a tree  preservation  plan  prepared  by  a qualified  arborist 
demonstrating  how  the  heritage  tree  will  be  protected  and  preserved.  A heritage  tree 
shall  be  preserved  unless  the  Urban  Forestry  Commission  determines  that  the  tree  may 
be  removed  based  on  the  criteria  for  heritage  tree  removal  found  in  Subsection  (D)(1) 
below. 

2.  A tree  preservation  plan  shall  be  composed  of  the  following: 

a.  A site  plan  indicating  the  location  of  heritage  trees. 

b.  The  methods  to  be  used  to  preserve  the  heritage  trees. 

c.  If  a heritage  tree  is  proposed  for  removal,  a narrative  statement  outlining  the  reasons 
why  the  heritage  tree  should  be  removed  from  the  inventory. 

d.  A mitigation  plan  indicating  the  replacement  trees  or  additional  new  trees  to  be 
placed  on  the  site.  The  mitigation  plan  should  demonstrate,  to  the  extent  possible,  that 
the  character  of  the  site  will  not  substantially  change  as  the  result  of  development. 

3.  Site  design  adjustments  may  be  allowed  in  some  cases,  as  follows: 

a.  The  planning  official  may  grant  a variance  to  front,  side,  and/or  rear  yard  setback 
standards  by  up  to  20%  to  retain  a heritage  tree(s).  The  adjustment  shall  be  the 
minimum  necessary  to  accomplish  preservation  of  trees  on  site  and  shall  not  conflict 
with  the  City  Adopted  Building  Code  or  other  adopted  ordinances  or  conditions  placed 
on  the  property. 

b.  The  planning  official  may  grant  a 10%  variance  to  the  lot  size  and/or  a ten  percent 
variance  to  the  lot  width  and/or  lot  depth  standards  in  approving  a short  plat  or  other 
land  division  if  necessary  to  retain  heritage  trees.  The  planning  official  may  accept  a 
preliminary  plat  application  and  recommend  approval  to  the  hearing  body  of  a plat  that 


provides  for  similar  variance  to  lot  size,  width  and  depth  standards  if  necessary  to  retain 
heritage  trees. 

D.  Removal  of  a heritage  tree. 

1 . Except  for  the  provisions  in  Section  20.770.030  VMC,  no  person  may  cut  or  remove 
a heritage  tree  without  obtaining  approval  from  the  Urban  Forestry  Commission.  The 
tree  removal  permit  shall  be  approved  if  one  of  the  criteria  is  satisfied: 

a.  Retention  of  the  tree  would  make  reasonable  use  of  the  property  allowed  under  the 
current  zoning  impractical  or  impossible  in  that  the  development  would  not  be  allowed  to 
meet  the  maximum  density  allowed  by  the  applicable  zoning. 

b.  The  removal  is  necessary  to  accommodate  a new  improvement,  structure  or 
remodeled  structure,  and  no  alternative  exists  for  relocation  of  the  improvement  on  the 
site,  or  that  variances  to  setback  provisions  of  this  Title  will  not  allow  the  tree  to  be 
saved  or  will  cause  other  undesirable  circumstances  on  the  site  or  adjacent  properties. 

c.  The  tree  is  hazardous,  diseased  or  storm  damaged  and  poses  a threat  to  the  health, 
safety  or  welfare  of  the  public. 

d.  The  tree  has  lost  its  importance  as  a heritage  tree  due  to  damage  from  natural  or 
accidental  causes,  or  is  no  longer  of  historic  or  natural  significance. 

e.  The  tree  needs  to  be  removed  to  accomplish  a public  purpose  and  no  practical 
alternative  exists. 

2.  The  limb  structure,  or  crown,  of  a heritage  tree  may  be  pruned  in  any  one-year 
period  without  obtaining  approval  from  the  Urban  Forestry  Commission,  provided  that  at 
least  80%  of  the  existing  tree  crown  remains  undisturbed. 

3.  Any  person  who  wishes  to  prune  a heritage  tree  in  excess  of  20%  of  the  existing 
crown  shall  obtain  approval  from  the  Urban  Forestry  Commission  subject  to  the 
following  conditions: 


a.  The  protected  tree  shall  be  pruned  following  acceptable  arboricultural  standards. 


b.  The  tree  shall  be  pruned  in  a manner  that  ensures  safety  to  public  and  private 
property  and  shall  be  done  by  a qualified  arborist. 

c.  Any  other  conditions  necessary  to  ensure  compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
community  development  plan. 
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Singapore 


Nominate  A Heritage  Tree 
About  the  Heritage  Trees  Scheme  in  Singapore 

The  Heritage  Trees  Scheme  serves  to  identify,  recognise  and  conserve  majestic  individual  trees  in  our  landscape.  Only 
trees  endorsed  by  the  Heritage  Trees  Panel  would  be  accepted  as  Heritage  Trees.  The  criteria  for  endorsement  of  a 
Heritage  tree  include  a girth  size  of  5m,  rarity  of  species,  aesthetic,  historical  significance,  cultural  reason,  social  and 
educational  value. 

It  may  take  you  about  five  to  ten  minutes  to  fill  in  this  form.  Any  sketches,  plans  or  photos  of  the  tree  you 
wish  to  nominate  will  help  to  expediate  your  nomination  process. 

Personal  Information  (*  indicates  compulsory  fields) 

Name* 

Contact  * 

Email  Address  * 

Fax 

Address  * 

Do  you  own  the  tree  ? * 
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Information  of  Nominated  Tree 


Brief  description  of  tree:  (species,  girth  size,  height,  age,  if  known)* 


Girth  size  refers  to  the  trunk  circumference  of  the  tree,  measured  at  a height  of  1 m from  ground. 


If  there  are  sketches,  plans  or  photos  you  wish  to  send  us,  please  click  here  to  send  a direct  email 
attachment  of  your  document(s). 

Other  reasons  for  nomination/Other  comments 


If  you  prefer  mall  or  fax  option,  please  print  this  page  and  have  your  entries  mailed/faxed  to  : 


Secretariat 
Heritage  Trees  Panel 
c/o  National  Parks  Board 

Parks  Management  (or  should  change  to  Operations  Department?) 
Headquarters  (Raffles  Building) 

Singapore  Botanic  Gardens 


Location  of  tree  * 


1 Cluny  Road,  Singapore  259569 
Fax:  65  (6762  1383) 


CB 


Mountain  View,  CA 


How  do  I know  if  I have  a Heritage  tree? 

Mountain  View’s  City  Code  defines  a “Heritage  Tree”  as  any  tree  that  has  a trunk  with  a circumference  of 
forty-eight  inches  (48")  or  more  measured  at  fifty-four  inches  (54")  above  natural  grade.  Three  species, 
quercus  (oak),  sequoia  (redwood)  or  cedrus  (cedar)  are  considered  “Heritage"  if  they  have  a 
circumference  of  twelve  inches  (12")  measured  at  fifty-four  inches  (54")  above  natural  grade. 


What  responsibility  do  I have  if  there  is  a Heritage  tree  on  my  property? 

Mountain  View’s  ordinance  states  that  if  you  own  or  control  real  property  in  the  City,  you  are  responsible 
for  maintaining  and  preserving  all  Heritage  trees  in  a state  of  good  health.  It  is  against  the  City  ordinance 
to  willfully  injure,  damage,  destroy,  move  or  remove  a Heritage  tree  unless  granted  a removal  permit  by 
the  City. 


How  do  I obtain  a removal  application  for  a Heritage  Tree? 

You  can  obtain  an  "Application  for  Heritage  Tree  Removal  Permit"  by  doing  one  of  the  following  steps: 

• Contact  the  Forestry  Division  (650)  903-6273 

• Send  an  email  at  parks@mountainview.gov  (the  form  is  available  as  a PDF). 

• Download  and  print  Heritage  Tree  Application 

There  are  no  fees  associated  with  the  permit  process. 


What  information  is  required  on  the  application? 

A completed  application  will  provide  staff  with  contact  information  as  well  as  the  number,  species,  size 
and  exact  location  of  the  tree(s)  involved.  You’ll  also  need  to  provide  a brief  statement  on  the  application 
of  the  reason(s)  for  the  requested  action. 


What  happens  after  I submit  an  application? 

Staff  will  review  the  application,  make  a site  visit  to  evaluate  the  tree(s)  and  make  a decision  on  the 
application.  Typically,  notice  of  the  decision  will  be  posted  on  the  tree  for  a ten  (10)  day  period  and 
mailed  to  the  property  owner.  If  there  are  no  appeals  to  the  decision,  the  removal  permit  will  be  issued  by 
the  City. 


What  is  the  appeal  process? 

Any  person  aggrieved  or  affected  by  a decision  to  remove  or  deny  removal  of  a Heritage  tree  may  appeal 
the  decision  during  the  ten  (10)  day  posting  period.  A letter  stating  the  reason(s)  for  the  appeal  must  be 
submitted  to  the  City  Clerk’s  Office.  There  is  a Fifteen  Dollar  ($1 5)  fee  for  filing  an  appeal.  An  appeal 
automatically  stops  any  action  on  the  tree  until  the  Urban  Forestry  Board  hears  the  appeal  at  a public 
meeting.  The  Board’s  decision  on  an  appeal  is  final. 


What  happens  once  a removal  permit  has  been  issued? 

A Heritage  Tree  Removal  Permit  is  valid  for  up  to  two  (2)  years  from  date  of  issue.  After  the  tree(s)  is 
removed,  the  owner  is  typically  required  to  plant  a new  24-inch  box  tree(s)  or  pay  an  in-lieu  fee  of  two 
hundred  fifty  dollars  ($250)  to  the  City  of  Mountain  View  for  each  tree  removed.  These  funds  are  used  to 
plant  new  trees  in  City  parks,  medians  and  public  areas.  The  property  owner  may  choose  the 
replacement  species  and  planting  location  for  the  new  tree(s). 


What  if  I have  additional  questions? 

If  you  would  like  more  information  about  Mountain  View’s  Heritage  Tree  Ordinance  (Chapter  32  Article  II) 
or  have  questions  about  street  trees,  you  can  contact  the  Forestry  Division  at  (650)  903-6273  or  by  e-mail 
at  Darks@mountainview.gov 
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Palo  Alto,  CA 


Heritage  Tree  Ordinance 

Canopy’s  Summary  of  Palo  Alto  Ordinance  No.  4362 

The  following  summary  is  intended  to  merely  outline  the  main  points  of  the 
ordinance.  It  is  not  legal  advice,  nor  has  the  wording  of  this  summary  been 
reviewed  by  City  staff.  If  you  think  you  may  be  affected  by  the  ordinance,  you 
should  read  the  official  wording  in  its  entirety.  You  may  request  a copy  from 
the  City  Clerk's  office.  The  full  text  is  also  available  here. 

What  Trees  are  Protected? 

. All  Coast  Live  Oaks  (Quercus  agrifolia)  1 1 .5"  or  greater  in  diameter 
(measured  at  54"  above  the  natural  grade  level  --  roughly  "chest 
height") 

. All  Valley  Oaks  (Quercus  lobata)  1 1 .5"  or  greater  in  diameter 

• Individual  trees  of  any  size  and  species  which  are  specially  designated 
by  the  City  Council  as  "Heritage  Trees."  To  receive  such  a designation, 
a tree  must  be  an  outstanding  specimen,  especially  old  or  large,  or  of 
distinctive  form,  location,  or  historical  significance.  The  Council  may  be 
asked  to  reverse  its  designation  of  a Heritage  Tree. 


What  Does  "Protected"  Mean? 

The  following  actions  are  illegal: 

• Removing  a protected  tree 

. Damaging  a protected  tree,  for  example,  by  excessive  pruning  or 
overwatering 


Details  are  described  in  the  Tree  Technical  Manual. 

What  is  the  Tree  Technical  Manual? 

The  City  of  Palo  Alto's  Tree  Technical  Manual  provides  details  about  how 
protected  trees  must  be  maintained  and  cared  for  during  building  and 
construction.  It  specifies  particular  practices  for  builders  and  owners  of 
protected  trees.  The  manual  is,  in  essence,  a detailed  extension  of  the 
ordinance. 


What  are  the  Exceptions  for  Removal? 

. A protected  tree  can  be  removed  if  it  is  dead,  dangerous,  or  a nuisance, 
as  attested  by  an  arborist's  report,  submitted  to  the  City  and  paid  for  by 
the  tree  owner. 

. A protected  tree  in  or  very  close  to  the  "building  area"  of  an  approved 
single  family  residence  design  can  be  replaced  by  another  tree. 

• A protected  tree  can  be  removed  if  its  presence  reduces  the  building 
area  of  the  lot  by  more  than  25%. 

How  does  the  Ordinance  Affect  Building  Permit  Applications? 

Building  plans  must  show  protected  trees  on  the  property  and  within  30  feet  of 

it  in  neighboring  yards. 

What  are  the  Penalties  for  Violations? 

• The  City  can  halt  a construction  project. 

. The  City  can  fine  up  to  $5000  or  the  replacement  value  of  a removed 
protected  tree,  whichever  is  greater. 

written  by  Bill  Courington  and  edited  by  Debbie  Mytels 


II 


Mail  completed  form  and  photographs  to: 

Meridith  Perkins,  Urban  Forestry  Coordinator 
Utah  Division  of  Forestry,  Fire  & State  Lands 
P.O.  Box  145703 
Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84114-5703 

Questions  to  Meridith  Perkins  at  (801)  538-5505  or  MeridithPerkins(a>utah.  gov 


Utah  Heritage  Tree  Nomination  Form 

Name  of  Person  Submitting  Nomination 

Address 

Street  City  State  ZIP 

Daytime  Phone  ' Email 

TREE  SPECIES 

I am  nominating  (check  one):  Individual  Tree  Group  of  Trees 

Common  Name  of  Tree(s) : 

Latin  Name  (if  known) ; . 

MEASUREMENTS 

Estimate  height  in  feet  and  diameter  at  breast  height  (circumference  at  4.5') 

Estimated  Height:  feet  Diameter  at  breast  height  (DBH): 

LOCATION  OF  TREE(S) 

Please  be  specific;  use  legal  description,  street  address,  or  other  description 


Name  of  Tree  Owner 


TREE  OWNER 


Street  City  State  ZIP  Phone  Number 

HISTORICAL  SIGNIFICANCE 

Please  describe  in  detail  why  this  tree  is  famous  or  unique 
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Part  C - Policies  - Heritage  Trees 


14  Heritage  Trees 


14.1  Significant  Issues 

The  damage  and  destruction  of  heritage  trees  can  significantly  affect  the  heritage, 
cultural,  amenity  and  natural  values  of  an  area. 


14.2  Overview 

Trees  serve  as  reminders  of  past  generations  and  their  achievements,  and  provide  a 
sense  of  continuity  and  identity  for  the  community.  As  such,  they  are  a significant 
component  of  the  heritage  and  amenity  values  of  the  District.  This  is  particularly  so  in 
urban  areas  that  are  faced  with  continuous  demand  for  intensive  land  development. 

The  heritage,  amenity  and  natural  values  associated  with  these  trees  makes  many  of 
them  deserving  of  protection.  The  majority  of  these  significant  trees  are  located  on 
private  land.  Several  are  located  in  roads  and  parks  which  are  publicly  owned.  An 
important  factor  in  maintaining  the  unique  heritage  character  of  the  District  is  the 
continued  and  healthy  existence  of  trees  of  heritage  value. 

Trees,  whether  individually  or  collectively,  can  have  a number  of  positive  effects  on 
the  environment.  These  include: 

• A heritage  and  natural  environmental  legacy  we  will  leave  for  future  generations; 

• A pleasant  outlook  for  a site  and  the  surrounding  area,  whether  it  be  in  a 
residential,  commercial  or  industrial  location,  by  softening,  complementing  and 
in  some  instances  contrasting  with  the  built  environment; 

• A safe  habitat  for  birds,  insects  and  other  wildlife; 

• Shelter  from  the  elements  for  humans,  wildlife  and  other  vulnerable  elements  of 
the  environment; 

• Avoidance  or  mitigation  of  the  effects  of  natural  hazards,  such  as  landslips  and 
erosion; 

• Atmospheric  processes  by  recycling  moisture,  absorbing  carbon  dioxide  and 
giving  off  oxygen,  and  by  settling  and  gathering  airborne  dust. 


14.3  Objectives 

The  protection  and  enhancement  of  trees  that  make  a significant  contribution  to 
heritage  values. 

Explanation  and  Reasons:  Trees  that  possess  heritage  values  contribute  to  the 
identity  of  the  District  and  to  the  well-being  of  the  people  who  reside  here. 
Development  and  other  activities  need  to  avoid  adversely  affecting  these  trees 
and  the  values  associated  with  them. 


V Whangarei  District  Plan 
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14.4  Policies 


14.4.1  Identification 

To  identify  trees  of  heritage  value  to  the  community  in  the  Plan.  Consideration  is 
given  to  the  criteria  set  out  in  Schedule  14A  to  determine  whether  trees  are  worthy 
of  protection: 

Explanation  and  Reasons:  This  policy  reflects  the  need  to  identify  and  protect 
trees  within  the  District  that  possess  heritage  value  to  the  community. 
Identifying  individual  trees  or  stands  of  trees  that  are  significant  by  listing  them 
in  an  appendix  and  identifying  them  on  the  Planning  Maps,  will  result  in  greater 
public  awareness  of  the  importance  of  the  trees.  Such  identification  will  also 
provide  increased  opportunities  for  management  and  protection  of  the  heritage 
trees.  It  will  allow  for  voluntary  management  by  landowners  and  enforceable 
rules  regulating  activities  involving  listed  Heritage  Trees.  Trees  of  significance 
to  tangata  whenua  will  be  identified  in  Iwi/Hapu  Environment  Management 
Plans. 


14.4.2  Destruction 

To  ensure  that  no  subdivision,  use  or  development  should  result  in  destruction  of,  or 
adverse  effects  on,  Heritage  Trees,  in  particular  adverse  effects  on: 

• The  long  term  life  of  the  tree; 

• The  heritage  and  amenity  values  of  the  tree. 

Explanation  and  Reasons:  Heritage  Trees  are  an  important  heritage  resource  in 
the  District,  and  as  such  their  destruction,  or  modification  in  any  way,  is  not 
considered  to  be  desirable.  Work  undertaken  on,  or  in  the  vicinity  of,  the  trees 
should  not  endanger  the  trees  or  endanger  people's  health  and  safety. 
Development  In  the  vicinity  of  a heritage  tree  can  detract  from  its  character. 
Therefore,  development  in  the  vicinity  of  a heritage  tree  can  detract  from  its 
character.  Therefore,  development  needs  to  be  undertaken  with  care  and 
sensitivity. 


14.4.3  Trees  of  Significance  to  Tangata  Whenua 

To  ensure  that  subdivision,  use  or  development  does  not  adversely  affect  the  cultural 
values  of  trees  of  significance  to  tangata  whenua. 

Explanation  and  Reasons:  Certain  trees  have  Maori  cultural  value  and  can  be 
tapu.  Certain  trees  were  set  aside  for  specific  cultural  purposes  and  some  of 
these  are  still  standing  today. 

14.4.4  Cross  Boundary  Effects 

To  administer  the  heritage  tree  protection  provisions  in  a manner  which  recognises 
that  works  may  be  required  at  times  to  avoid  significant  loss  of  daylight  to  adjoining 
properties,  and/or  damage  through  falling  branches  and  root  growth;  provided  that 
the  amenity  value  and  health  of  the  tree  is  not  compromised. 

Explanation  and  Reasons:  This  policy  seeks  to  ensure  that  cross-boundary 
effects  as  set  out  in  the  Property  Law  Amendment  Act  1975  are  duly  recognised 
In  administration  of  the  heritage  tree  protection  provisions. 
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14.5  Methods 


14.5.1  Regulatory  Methods 

o Identification  of  Heritage  Trees  on  the  Planning  Maps  (Policy  14.4.1). 

• Resource  Area  rules  relating  to  trimming  and  removal  of  Heritage  Trees  and 
activities  near  Heritage  Trees  (Policy  14.4.2). 

* Resource  consent  conditions  (Policy  14.4.2). 

» Heritage  Orders  (Policy  14.4.2), 


14.5.2  Other  Plans  and  Legislation 

• Identification  of  trees  of  significance  to  tangata  whenua  in  Iwi/Hapu 
Environmental  Management  Plans  (Policy  14.4.3). 


14.5.3  Information,  Education  and  Advocacy 

• Liaison  with  other  organisations  involved  in  resource,  management,  for  example: 
Transit  New  Zealand,  the  New  Zealand  Historic  Places  Trust  (Policy  14.4.1). 

• Liaison  with  iwi  authorities  and  tangata  whenua  (Policy  14.4.3). 

• Educate  and  inform  owners  and  the  public  about  the  trees  (Policy  14.4.1). 

• Promote  voluntary  protection  of  Heritage  Trees  through  the  use  of  protective 
covenants  under  the  Historic  Places  Act  1993  (Policy  14.4.1). 

• Provide  guidelines  on  trimming  and  care  of  Heritage  Trees  (Policy  14.4.4). 


14.6  Anticipated  Environmental  Results 

The  following  results  are  expected  to  be  achieved  by  the  foregoing  Objectives, 
Policies  and  Methods.  The  means  of  monitoring  whether  the  Plan  achieves  the 
expected  outcomes  are  set  out  in  the  Whangarei  District  Council  Monitoring  Strategy. 

• The  recognition  and  identification  of  heritage  trees  of  significance  to  the  District. 

• The  protection  of  heritage  trees  to  a level  appropriate  to  their  significance  to  the 
District. 

® Nearby  land  use  and  development  that  is  cognisant  of,  and  sympathetic  to, 
recognised  heritage  trees. 

• The  recognition,  identification  and  protection  of  heritage  trees  of  significance  to 
Maori. 


Whangarei  District  Plan 
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Schedule  14A  - Criteria  for  Heritage  Tree  Classification* 

To  provide  a basis  for  regulatory  measures  to  protect  trees  of  heritage  value,  and  to 
enhance  public  awareness  of  them.  Selection  and  listing  of  trees  of  heritage  value  in 
this  Plan  has  taken  into  account  the  following  factors: 

1.  Form 

The  tree  should  have  good  form,  be  reliable  in  structure  and  a good  example  of  the 
species. 

2.  Occurrence  of  the  Species 

How  common  or  rare  the  tree  is  within  the  District,  regional  and  national  context. 

3.  Vitality 

The  assessment  of  the  health  of  the  tree. 

4.  Function 

The  physical  and  ecological  functioning  and  contribution  of  the  tree.  This  factor  also 
includes  recognition  of  the  local  adverse  effects  of  the  tree. 

5.  Age 

The  loss  of  a mature  tree  leaves  a time  lapse  before  another  tree  will  fulfil  similar 
functions  and  achieve  the  same  values.  This  factor  also  recognises  the  tree's  natural 
life  expectancy. 

6.  Stature 

The  height  and  canopy  spread  of  a tree  can  have  a significant  influence  on  its  visual 
impact. 

7.  Visibility 

The  amenity  value  of  the  tree  and  its  accessibility  to  the  public. 

8.  Proximity  of  Other  Trees 

The  singularity  of  a tree  can  be  more  important  than  a group  of  trees. 

9.  Role  in  Setting 

The  visual  and  spatial  qualities  surrounding  the  tree  in  its  setting.  Many  trees  are 
significant  landmarks  in  the  District. 

10.  Climatic  Influence 

The  influence  of  a tree  on  the  microclimate,  e.g.  shade,  shelter  and  temperature 
control. 

11.  Feature 

Trees  of  exceptional  proportions,  or  tree  forms  of  special  interest. 

12.  Historic 

The  association  of  the  tree  with  historic  events,  people  and  significant  periods  in  the 
development  of  the  District. 

13.  Scientific  and  Botanical 

The  significance  of  the  tree  in  a scientific  or  botanical  context,  having  particular 
regard  to  rarity,  representativeness  and  endemism.  This  factor  also  recognises  trees 
of  unusual  genetic  or  morphological  form. 


* A Standard  Tree  Evaluation  Method  (STEM),  Ron  Flook,  1996 
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Each  of  the  factors  is  scored,  and  then  a total  score  is  calculated  for  each  tree,  in 
accordance  with  the  Council's  Standard  Tree  Evaluation  Method. 

Trees  scoring  100  points  or  greater  are  listed  as  heritage  Trees  in  Appendix  2 of  this 
Plan. 
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Chapter  8.10 

REMOVAL  OF  AND  DAMAGE  TO  HERITAGE  TREES 

Sections: 

8.10.010  Statement  of  findings. 

8.10.020  Definitions. 

8.10.030  Prohibitions  and  protections. 

8.10.040  Permit  process. 

8.10.050  State  tree  care  license. 

8.10.060  Violation— Penalties  and  remedies. 

8.10.010  Statement  of  findings. 

The  town  finds  and  declares  as  follows: 

A.  The  town  is  endowed  and  forested  by  oaks,  bay  and  other  trees. 

B.  The  preservation  of  these  trees  is  essential  to  the  health,  welfare  and  quality 
of  life  of  the  citizens  of  the  town  to: 

1 . Preserve  the  scenic  beauty  of  the  town  and  to  ensure  the  privacy  of  its 
citizens; 

2.  Maintain  ecological  balance; 

3.  Prevent  erosion  of  topsoil; 

4.  Protect  against  the  hazards  of  floods  and  the  risk  of  landslides; 

5.  Counteract  air  pollutants  and  oxygenate  the  air; 

6.  Absorb  noise; 

7.  Maintain  the  climatic  and  microclimatic  balance;  and 

8.  Decrease  high  wind  velocities.  (Ord.  462  § 1(A),  1991;  Ord.  444  § 1,  1989) 

8.10.020  Definitions. 

As  used  in  this  chapter: 

A.  “Heritage  tree”  means  either: 

1 . A tree,  located  in  the  tree  preservation  area,  or  a native  oak  tree  (Quercus 
lobata,  Quercus  agrifolia  or  Quercus  douglasii)  located  anywhere  on  a lot,  which 
has  a trunk  circumference  of  forty-eight  inches  or  more,  when  measured  forty-eight 
inches  above  the  natural  grade; 

2.  A tree  so  designated  by  the  city  council,  based  upon  findings  that  the 
particular  tree  is  unique  and  of  importance  to  the  public  due  to  its  unusual  age, 
appearance,  location  or  other  factors; 

3.  The  trees  listed  below  shall  not  be  classified  as  heritage  trees: 

Acacia  baileyana— Bailey  Acacia 

(Mimosa) 

Acacia  decurrens — Green  Wattle 
Acacia  melanoxylon — Black  Acacia 
Ailanthus  altissima — Tree  of  Heaven 

B.  “Tree  preservation  area"  means  the  area  outside  the  building  area  of  the  lot, 
as  defined  in  Section  17.08.080  of  this  code. 

C.  “Damage  to  a heritage  tree”  means  any  action,  in  the  judgment  of  the  building 
official  or  town  arborist,  which  will  cause  damage  to  its  health  including,  by  way  of 
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example,  but  not  limited  to,  excess  pruning,  topping,  cutting,  girdling,  poisoning, 
over-watering,  unauthorized  relocation  or  transportation  of  a tree,  or  trenching, 
excavating,  altering  the  grade,  compaction  or  paving  near  the  tree.  (Ord.  533  § 1, 
2002:  Ord.  462  § 1(B),  1991:  Ord.  444  § 2,  1989) 

8.10.030  Prohibitions  and  protections. 

A.  No  person  shall  remove  a heritage  tree  unless  a permit  has  first  been  issued 
in  accordance  with  Section  8.10,040. 

B.  All  heritage  trees  must  be  shown  and  designated  on  every  plot  map  that  may 
be  required  by  the  town  in  connection  with  any  application  for  subdivision,  variance, 
use  permit,  or  building  permit.  In  addition,  a heritage  tree  protection  and 
preservation  plan  may  be  required  with  each  application.  The  heritage  tree 
protection  and  preservation  plan  shall  be  prepared  by  a certified  arborist  to  assess 
impacts  to  trees,  recommend  mitigation  to  reduce  impacts  to  a less  than  significant 
level  and  identify  construction  guidelines  to  be  followed  through  all  phases  of  a 
construction  project.  Detailed  standards  and  specifications  for  the  implementation 
of  a heritage  tree  protection  and  preservation  plan  can  be  found  in  the  town’s 
current  tree  preservation  guidelines,  standards  and  specifications. 

C.  It  is  unlawful  for  any  person  to  damage  or  harm  a heritage  tree  by  any  means 
whatever,  including,  without  limitation,  those  actions  defined  in  Section  8.10.020 . 
(C). 

D.  The  provisions  of  this  chapter  shall  not  be  deemed  to  repeal  or  otherwise 
affect  the  provisions  of  Chapter  8.08  of  this  code,  relating  to  dead  or  dangerous 
trees.  (Ord.  547  § 1,  2004;  Ord.  533  § 2,  2002:  Ord.  522  § 1,  2001;  Ord.  444  § 3, 
1989) 

8.10.040  Permit  process. 

A.  The  application  for  a heritage  tree  removal  permit  shall  be  filed  with  the 
building  department  on  a prescribed  form.  The  building  department  may  require  the 
applicant,  at  the  applicant’s  expense,  to  furnish  a written  report  from  a licensed  tree 
expert  acceptable  to  the  building  department. 

B.  If  the  tree  which  is  the  subject  of  the  application  meets  the  requirements  as  set 
forth  in  this  section  based  upon  a review  of  the  permit  application  and  the 
inspection  report,  then  the  building  department  may  grant  the  permit,  conditionally 
grant  the  permit  specifying  mitigation  requirements,  deny  the  permit,  allow  a portion 
of  the  proposed  work  in  the  permit  application  to  be  done,  or  refer  the  application  to 
the  planning  commission.  The  building  department  may  attach  reasonable 
conditions  to  ensure  compliance  with  the  intent  and  purpose  of  this  chapter  such 
as,  but  not  limited  to,  requiring  replacement  of  the  tree  or  trees  removed  with 
plantings  acceptable  to  the  building  department.  Denial  of  the  application  may  be 
appealed  to  the  planning  commission.  In  making  the  determination  of  which  action 
to  approve,  including  whether  or  not  to  refer  the  application  to  the  planning 
commission,  an  authorized  representative  of  the  building  department  shall  inspect 
the  tree  and  make  a determination  based  on  the  following  criteria: 

1 . The  probability  of  failure  which  is  a function  of  tree  and  site  conditions  such 
as,  but  not  limited  to,  structural  defects,  presence  of  disease,  species  history,  age 
or  remaining  life  span,  and  varying  weather  conditions.  The  probability  of  personal 
injury  or  significant  property  damage  as  a function  of  proximity  to  existing  structures 
and  objects  of  value  and  interference  with  utility  services; 

2.  The  number,  species,  size  and  location  of  existing  trees  in  the  area  and  the 
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effect  of  the  requested  removal  upon  shade,  noise  buffers,  protection  from 
wind  damage,  air  pollution,  historic  value,  scenic  beauty,  health,  safety  and  general 
welfare  of  the  area  and  town  as  a whole; 

3.  Good  forestry  practices  such  as,  but  not  limited  to,  the  number  of  healthy 
trees  a given  parcel  of  land  will  support. 

C.  If  referred  by  staff,  or  a decision  by  staff  is  appealed  by  the  applicant,  the 
application  shall  be  heard  and  considered  at  a public  meeting  of  the  planning 
commission.  Each  application  for  a heritage  tree  removal  permit  shall  be 
accompanied  by  a fee  in  an  amount  as  set  by  resolution  of  the  city  council  sufficient 
to  cover  all  costs  of  processing  the  permit.  The  application  for  a planning 
commission  review  shall  contain  the  following: 

1 . A legal  description  and  accurate  map  showing  the  location  of  the  property 
for  which  the  permit  is  sought  and  the  location  of  the  tree  for  which  the  permit  is 
sought  and  all  other  heritage  trees  on  the  subject  parcel; 

2.  The  names  and  addresses  of  the  applicant  and  record  owner  of  the  subject 
property,  and  of  the  record  owners  of  each  parcel  contiguous  to  the  subject 
property,  and  of  each  parcel  across  any  street  from  the  subject  property  any  part  of 
which  is  encompassed  within  the  projected  side  lines  of  the  subject  parcel.  The 
applicant  shall  furnish  to  the  town  a stamped  plain  No.  10  envelope  addressed  to 
each  such  owner; 

3.  A photograph  of  the  subject  tree  or  trees; 

4.  A statement  of  the  reason  for  requested  removal,  the  species  of  the  subject 
tree,  and  the  circumference  at  forty-eight  inches  above  natural  grade. of  the  subject 
tree; 

5.  Such  additional  information  as  the  building  department  may  deem 
necessary. 

D.  The  application  shall  be  heard  and  considered  at  a public  meeting  of  the 
planning  commission.  Notice  of  the  meeting  shall  be  mailed  by  the  town  at  least  ten 
days  before  the  meeting  to  the  owners  of  each  property  described  in  subsection  (C) 
(2)  of  this  Section. 

E.  At  the  public  meeting,  the  planning  commission  shall  hear  all  evidence 
presented,  and  shall  grant  the  heritage  tree  removal  permit  unless  it  finds  that  the 
removal  of  the  subject  tree  would  be  contrary  to  the  purpose  and  intent  of  the 
general  plan  of  the  town. 

F.  At  the  discretion  of  the  planning  commission,  for  each  heritage  tree  permitted 
to  be  removed  the  permittee  may  be  required  to  plant  three  trees  of  fifteen-gallon 
container  size,  or  two  trees  of  twenty-four-inch  box  container  size,  or  one  tree  of 
fifteen-gallon  container  size  and  one  tree  of  thirty-six-inch  container  size.  Where 
native  heritage  oak  trees  are  allowed  to  be  removed  from  within 

the  buildable  area,  they  shall  each  be  replaced  with  one  or  more  trees  of  forty- 
eight-inch  container  size  of  native  dak  species  at  a location  approved  by  the 
planning  commission.  The  planning  commission  may  also  attach  other  reasonable 
conditions  to  ensure  compliance  with  the  intent  and  purpose  of  this  chapter. 

G.  The  decision  of  the  planning  commission  on  any  application  for  a heritage  tree 
removal  permit  may  be  appealed  to  the  city  council  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  contained  in  Chapter  17.64  of  this  code. 

H.  It  is  strongly  recommended  that  the  trees  listed  below  not  be  planted  in  the 
town  of  Atherton: 

Acacia  baileyana — Bailey  Acacia 

Acacia  decurrens — Green  Wattle 

Acacia  melanoxylon — Black  Acacia 
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Ailanthus  altissima — Tree  of  Heaven 
Eucalyptus  globulus — Blue  Gum  Eucalyptus 
Pinus  radiata — Monterey  Pine 

(Ord.  533  § 3,  2002;  Ord.  522  § 2,  2001;  Ord.  484  § 1(A)— (C),  1994;  Ord.  462  § 1 
(C) — (J),  1991;  Ord.  444  § 4,  1989) 

8.10.050  State  tree  care  license. 

Except  for  the  property  owner,  no  person  shall  perform  any  removal  of  any 
heritage  tree  for  hire  within  the  town  of  Atherton  without  a valid  state  tree  care 
license  as  required  by  the  state  of  California.  (Ord.  484  § 1(E),  1994) 

8.10.060  Violation — Penalties  and  remedies. 

A.  Any  person  causing  a heritage  tree  to  be  removed  or  damaged  in  violation  of 
this  chapter  shall  submit  a fee  as  determined  by  city  council  resolution  to  be 
deposited  into  a fund  for  the  planting  and  maintenance  of  community  trees,  as  a 
civil  penalty  in  addition  to  the  penalties  as  outlined  in  Chapter  1 .20. 

B.  As  part  of  a civil  action  brought  by  the  town,  a court  may  assess  against  any 
person  who  commits,  allows,  or  maintains  violation  of  any  provision  of  this  chapter 
a civil  penalty  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  five  thousand  dollars  per  violation.  Where 
the  violation  has  resulted  in  removal  of  a tree,  the  civil  penalty  shall  be  in  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  five  thousand  dollars  per  tree  unlawfully  removed,  or  the 
replacement  value  of  each  such  tree,  whichever  amount  is  higher.  Such  amount 
shall  be  payable  to  the  town  as  described  in  subsection  A of  this  section. 
Replacement  value  for  the  purposes  of  this  section  shall  be  determined  utilizing  the 
most  recent  edition  of  the  Guide  for  Plant  Appraisal.  A civil  action  may  be 
commenced  to  abate,  enjoin,  or  otherwise  compel  the  cessation  of  violation  of  any 
provision  in  this  chapter.  In  a civil  action  brought  pursuant  to  this  chapter  in  which 
the  town  prevails,  the  court  may  award  to  the  town  all  costs  of  investigation  and 
preparation  for  trial,  the  costs  of  trial,  reasonable  expenses  including  overhead  and 
administrative  costs  incurred  in  prosecuting  the  action,  and  reasonable  attorney 
fees. 

C.  Upon  any  guilty  plea  or  judgment  or  conviction,  in  any  criminal  proceeding 
brought  for  the  violation  of  this  chapter,  the  defendant  is  entitled  by  law  to 
probation,  then  the  court  may  require  the  payment  to  the  town  of  the  costs  and 
expenses  as  described  above  and  the  code  provision  incorporated  by  reference  as 
one  of  the  conditions  of  such  probation. 

D.  The  violation  of  any  provision  contained  in  this  chapter  shall  be  subject  to  the 
penalties  or  remedies  as  described  herein  and  any  other  remedies  authorized  by 
the  town  of  Atherton  Municipal  Code,  including,  but  not  limited  to,  the  following: 

1 . Requiring  that  the  violator  obtain  a tree  removal  permit  for  the  previously 
conducted  unlawful  activity,  including  one  or  more  of  the  following  conditions  as 
appropriate: 

a.  The  violator  shall  replace  each  unlawfully  removed  tree  with  one  or 
more  new  trees  which  can  be  accommodated  on  the  site  of  the  violation  according 
to  the  town  arborist  and,  in  the  opinion  of  the  town  arborist,  will  provide  equivalent 
value  in  terms  of  cost  (as  determined  pursuant  to  a certified  arborist’s  calculation  of 
the  value  of  the  removed  tree(s)  in  accordance  with  the  latest  edition  of  the  Guide 
for  Plant  Appraisal  published  by  the  Council  of  Tree  and  Landscape  Appraisers 
(adopted  by  reference)),  aesthetic  and  environmental  quality,  size,  height,  location, 
appearance  and  other  characteristics  of  the  unlawfully  removed  tree;  or 
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b.  Where  replacement  trees  cannot  be  accommodated  on-site 
according  to  the  town  arborist,  or  cannot  provide  equivalent  aesthetic  or 
environmental  quality  of  removed  tree(s)  on  site,  the  violator  shall  either  plant 
replacement  trees  off-site  as  designated  by  the  town  arborist  or  make  a cash 
payment  as  described  in  subsection  B of  this  section,  or  any  combination  thereof,  in 
accordance  with  the  following: 

i.  To  the  extent  that  a cash  payment  is  required  for  any  portion  or 
all  of  the  value  of  the  removed  tree,  such  payment  shall  be  doubled  to  reflect  the 
estimated  installation  costs  that  would  be  incurred  if  replacement  trees  are  planted; 
and 

ii.  To  the  extent  that  the  planting  of  off-site  replacement  trees  is  required,  the 
retail  cost  of  such  trees,  as  shown  by  documentary  evidence  satisfactory  to  the 
town  arborist,  shall  be  offset  against  the  value  of  the  removed  tree,  but  no  credit 
shall  be  given  for  transportation,  installation,  maintenance  and  other  costs 
incidental  to  the  planting  and  care  of  the  replacement  trees;  or 

c.  Where  the  unlawful  activity  did  not  result  in  tree  removal,  but  did 
result  in  tree  damage,  the  violator  shall  enhance  the  condition  of  the  remaining 
trees  or  portions  of  trees  according  to  good  forestry  practices  which,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  town  arborist,  will  provide  equivalent  value  in  terms  of  damage  to  the  tree(s), 
aesthetic  and  environmental  quality,  size,  height,  location,  appearance  and  other 
characteristics  of  the  unlawfully  damaged  tree;  provide  equivalent  enhancement  of 
the  condition  of  trees  off-site  or  make  a cash  payment  to  the  fund  described  in 
subsection  A of  this  section  (based  on  the  town  arborist’s  calculation  of  the 
equivalent  value  of  the  unlawful  damage  to  the  tree). 

2.  Any  person  who  is  required  to  plant  replacement  trees  on-site  pursuant  to 
this  section  shall  permanently  maintain  such  trees  in  a good  and  healthy  condition 
to  ensure  permanent  establishment  of  any  such  tree(s),  as  determined  by  the  town 
arborist.  Such  person  shall  post  a maintenance  bond  or  security  deposit  in  a form 
prescribed  by  the  building  official  and  execute  a maintenance  agreement  with  the 
town,  which  shall  be  recorded  in  the  office  of  the  county  recorder. 

E.  All  remedies  provided  in  this  section  shall  be  cumulative  and  are  not 
exclusive.  (Ord.  565  § 1,  2006;  Ord.  533  § 4,  2002:  Ord.  490  § 16,  1996:  Ord.  484  § 
1(D)  (part),  1994;  Ord.  444  § 5,  1989) 
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TENNESSEE  LANDMARK  AND  HISTORIC  TREE  REGISTER 


NOMINATION  APPLICATION 


I.  Type  of  designation: Landmark*  Historic** 

*A  Landmark  Tree  must  meet  one  of  the  following  requirements  (please  mark  which) 

The  tree(s)  is/are  commonly  recognized  as  an  established  and  familiar  feature  of  the 
community,  or  can  be  confirmed  as  a significant  part  of  the  community’s  heritage. 

The  tree(s)  was/were  planted  by,  or  as  a memorial  to,  or  associated  with,  a nationally, 

regionally,  or  state  recognized  individual,  group,  event,  or  cause,  and  is  confirmed  to  be  more 
than  50  years  old. 

**A  Historic  Tree  must  meet  the  following  requirement  (please  mark) 

The  tree(s)  was/were  a direct  witness  to  a historic  event  or  cultural  movement  that  was 

significant  nationally,  regionally,  or  within  the  state  and  can  be  confirmed  to  date  to  that  time. 

H.  Application  is  for  a:  Single  tree  Group  of  trees 

in.  Location  (give  street  address  if  available  and  include  directions  to  the  tree) 

Street  Address: . ■ 

City: r Zip: 

County: 

GPS  coordinates  if  available Latitude Longitude 


Directions  to  tree  (attach  a map  if  possible): 


IV.  Historic  or  landmark  narrative 

Attach  a historic  narrative  that  gives  a factual  account  of  the  history  of  the  tree  or  group  of  trees 
and  the  surrounding  area,  which  gives  the  tree(s)  its  significance.  Include  important  dates,  people, 
events,  legends,  activities,  etc.  associated  with  the  tree,  (attach  additional  sheet  if  necessary) 


V.  Ownership  of  tree  (If  organization,  corporation,  government,  or  non-profit, 
include  contact  name  and  title) 

Name: • . 

Address: 

City: - 

Phone: Email 

VI.  Name  By  Which  Tree  is  Known:  

Why  is  the  tree  so  named? 


VII.  Tree(s)  Description 

1 . Health  of  tree  or  group  of  trees 

Excellent  (no  visible  or  known  defects  or  health  problems) 

_Good  (appears  in  good  health  with  only  minor  defects) 

Fair  (appears  in  average  heath  with  some  obvious  defect) 

Poor  (trees  in  noticeable  decline) 

Bad  (tree  is  in  severe  decline) 

2.  Species  (include  at  least  the  common  name,  and  genus  and  species  if  possible,  i.e.  Black 
Walnut,  Juglans  nigra ) 

Common  Name: 

Scientific  Name: , 


3.  Measurements  (provide  if  possible) 

® Trunk  circumference  at  4 Vi  feet  above  ground 

o Total  tree  height: feet 

o Average  crown  spread  (feet  from  trunk): 

• Age: years  (if  known) 

4.  Defects  (give  short  description  or  mark  “none”) 

• Hazardous  Limbs: 

• Major  wounds: 

• Decay: 

« Soil  erosion: 

5.  Land  use:  Residential  Commercial  Woodland Farmland 

6 Photographs  (A  set  of  non-returnable  color  prints  of  the  tree(s)  is  required  with  the 
application).  Maps  or  diagrams  of  locations  are  also  helpful. 

VTII.  Applicant  Information 

Name: r 

Title  and  Organization: 

Address: 

Telephone: . Email 

Date  of  Application:  _____ 

ATTACHMENTS  (photographs,  maps,  pertinent  documents) 

Although  the  Tennessee  Urban  Forestry  Council  encourages  the  owner  of  each  Landmark  and 
Historic  Tree  to  give  it  proper  arboricultural  care,  the  Tennessee  Urban  Forestry  Council  does  not 
certify  the  tree  as  being  safe  or  without  hazard  for  the  visiting  pubic. 

Mail  complete  application  to:  The  Tennessee  Urban  Forestry  Council 

c/o  Jennifer  Smith,  Executive  Director 
6820  Cloudland  Drive 
Nashville,  TN  37205 


inches 


feet 


City  of  Lake  Osweg© 
Heritage  Tree  Program 


Lake  Oswego  is  a beautiful  place  to  live.  A great  deal  of  its  charm  is  due  to  the  number 
of  large  and  distinctive  trees  that  landscape  our  community. 

Why  a Heritage  Tree  program 

In  November,  1997,  the  Lake  Oswego  City  council  established  the  Heritage  Tree 
Program.  The  primary  aim  of  the  program  is  to  educate  citizens  about  the  importance  of 
trees  through  protection  and  recognition. 

What  is  a Heritage  Tree? 

A heritage  tree  can  be  one  tree  or  a grove  of  trees  that  is  special  because  of  its  age  or  size. 
Historical  or  landmark  trees  can  also  be  heritage  trees.  A heritage  tree  must  be  healthy. 

How  Can  You  Get  Involved? 

Anyone  can  nominate  a tree  for  heritage  designation.  You  must  be  or  have  the 
permission  of  the  property  owner.  You  can  also  nominate  a tree  on  City  property.  Just 
fill  in  the  short  nomination  form  and  the  Natural  resources  Advisory  Board  and  a certified 
arborist  will  review  the  nominations.  Heritage  trees  will  be  announced  annually. 


Now  that  its  Official 

Once  a tree  is  designated  a heritage  tree,  a plaque  is  installed  near  the  tree.  The  property 
owner  also  agrees  to  record  the  tree’s  designation  on  the  land  title.  A heritage  tree  may 
be  removed,  if  necessary,  under  a Type  II,  City  Tree  Cutting  permit.  The  City  will  keep  a 
list  and  create  a brochure  to  honor  Lake  Oswego’s  Heritage  Trees. 


For  more  information  about  Lake  Oswego’s  Heritage  Tree 
Program,  please  contact  Jonna  Papaefthimiou,  at  (503)  675- 
3990,  or  email  to  ionna  p@ci.oswego.or.us  OR  visit  our 
website  at:  http://www.ci.oswego.or.us/plan/Droeram.htm  and 
follow  the  “Natural  Resources”  link. 


Commonjp/NRAB/Trees/Heritage/info&app.doc 
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Heritage  Tree  Nomination  Form 


Person  Nominating  Tree: 


Property  Owner  (If  other  than 
nominator): 


Name 


Name 


Address 


Address 


Phone  (Day) 


Phone  (Day) 


Signature  of  property  owner  giving  approval  of  nomination  Date 


TREE  DESCRIPTION 


1.  Check  one:  Single  Tree 


.Stand  of  Trees 


.If  stand,  how  many: 


2.  Species  of  Tree  (common,  botanical  or  historical  name) : 

3.  Location:  Street  address  


Use  the  space  below  to  provide  a description  or  sketch  of  the  approximate  location  of 
the  tree  or  stand  of  trees  on  the  site. 


4.  Why  should  this  tree  be  considered  for  designation  as  a Heritage  Tree?  Describe  the 
history  of  the  tree  and  note  any  outstanding  features  or  other  significant  details. 
Attach  additional  pages  or  materials  if  desired. 


Common  p/NRABfTrces/Heritage/info&app.doc 


5.  Size  of  tree:  Height 

(Use  your  best  estimate  or  measure  the  height  with  any  instrument 
commonly  used  by  foresters.  A “clinometer"  is  the  standard 
instrument  used  to  determine  tree  height.) 

Average  Crown  Spread 

(Set  a stake  under  the  edge  of  the  crown  farthest  from  the  tree  and 
another  directly  opposite  it  at  the  outer  edge  of  the  crown  on  the 
other  side  of  the  tree  and  measure  the  distance.) 

Circumference  

(The  circumference  of  the  tree  is  measured  at  a point  approximately 
four  feet  oyer  the  ground.) 


6.  Age  of  tree  (in  years) : ‘Cite  how  you  estimate  age: 


7.  Condition:  Are  there  any  known  problems  with  the  tree  (disease,  structural 

conditions,  requires  corrective  pruning?)  Yes  No  If  yes,  please 

describe: 


8.  Photograph:  Please  attach  a photograph  of  the  tree  in  the  space  below. 


Common jj/NRAB/T  rees/Heritage/info&app  .doc 


Lake  Oswego  Heritage  Trees 


Year 

Species 

Address 

owner 

1. 

1998 

White  Oak 
stand 

west  of  Galen  Rd.,  south  of 
Crestfield  Ct. 

Private 

2. 

1998 

Deodar  Cedar 
(2) 

302  Furnace 

Private 

3. 

1998 

White  Oak 

1421  Greentree  Circle 

Private 

4. 

1998 

Giant  Sequoia 

16686  Maple  Circle 

Private 

5. 

1998 

Douglas  fir 

141  Leonard  Street  (Peg  Tree) 

Private 

6. 

1998 

Black  Walnut 

1018  Laurel  St. 

Private 

7. 

1998 

Black  Walnut 

13041  KnausRd.  (ROW) 

City 

8. 

1998 

Western  Red 
Cedar 

between  868  and  832  9th  St. 
(ROW) 

City 

9. 

1998 

Sugar  Maple 

3rd/  C Avenue  (ROW) 

City 

10. 

1998 

American  elm 

1st  between  B and  C Avenues 
(ROW) 

City 

11. 

1999 

European 

Beech 

1250  Sunningdale  Road 

Private 

12. 

1999 

Douglas  fir 

Behind  501  Country  Club  (Iron 
Mountain  ROW) 

City 

13. 

2001 

Giant  Sequoia 

3025  Stonebridge  Way 

Private 

Commonp/NRAB/Trccs/Hcritagc/info&app.doc 


Stockton  Municipal  Code 


Chapter  5 - PUBLIC  WELFARE,  MORALS  AND  POLICY 


Click  for 
Stockton 
Animol  Shelter 


Part  IV 

TREES,  WEEDS,  BUSHES,  HEDGES,  ETC. 


Friends  i 


Division  4 

HERITAGE  TREES 


SEC.  5-037.  INTENT  AND  PURPOSE: 


The  intent  and  purpose  of  this  Division  is  to  promote  the  health,  safety  and  welfare 
of  the  citizens  of  the  City  of  Stockton  by  providing  for  the  protection  and 
preservation  of  heritage  trees  located  within  the  City  limits.  The  protection  and 
preservation  of  heritage  trees  will  promote  scenic  beauty,  reduce  soil  erosion, 
j improve  air  quality,  abate  noise  and  provide  shade  to  reduce  energy  consumption. 


.(Added  by  Ordinance  007-90C.S.  — Effective  April  26,  1990) 


SEC.  5-038.  DEFINITIONS: 


1.  HERITAGE  TREE:  As  used  in  this  Division,  "heritage  tree"  shall  mean  any 
Quercus  lobata  (commonly  known  as  "Valley  Oak")  Quercus  agrifolia  (Coast  Live 
Oak),  and  Quercus  wislizenii  (Interior  Live  Oak)  tree  which  is  located  on  public  or 
private  property  within  the  limits  of  the  City  of  Stockton,  and  which  has  a trunk 
diameter  of  sixteen  (16)  inches  or  more,  measured  at  twenty-four  (24)  inches  above 
actual  grade. 

2.  EFFECTIVE  REMOVAL.  As  used  in  this  Division,  "effective  removal"  includes, 
but  is  not  limited  to,  any  extreme  pruning  which  is  not  consistent  with  standard 
Arboriculture  practices  for  a healthy  heritage  tree  and  which  results  in  its 
permanent  disfigurement,  destruction,  or  its  need  for  removal  for  public  safety  (as 
determined  by  the  City). 

(Amended  by  Ordinance  030-96C.S.  — Effective  October  16, 1996)  (Added  by 
Ordinance  007-90C.S.  — Effective  April  26,  1990) 


SEC.  5-039.  REMOVAL;  HARMING  HERITAGE  TREES  PROHIBITED: 

Except  in  emergency  situations  defined  herein,  it  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person  to 
harm,  injure,  deface  or  destroy  a Heritage  Tree  located  on  any  parcel  of  property  in 
the  City.  It  shall  also  be  unlawful  for  any  person  to  remove,  cause  to  be  removed, 
or  effectively  remove,  any  heritage  tree  from  any  parcel  of  property  in  the  City 
without  first  obtaining  a permit  from  the  City  Parks  and  Recreation  Department. 


(Amended  by  Ordinance  027-98C.S.  — Effective  December  17, 1998)  (Amended 
by  Ordinance  030-96C.S.  — Effective  October  16, 1996)  (Added  by  Ordinance 
007-90C.S.  — Effective  April  26, 1990) 


SEC.  5-040.  PERMITS: 


Any.person  desiring  to  remove  one  (1)  or  more  heritage  trees  shall  apply  to  the  City 
Parks  and  Recreation  Department  for  a permit  and  pay  a fee  to  cover  the  cost  of 
processing  the  application,  including  the  cost  of  publication  of  the  notice.  The 
amount  of  the  fee  shall  be  set  by  City  Council  resolution.  The  application  for  a 
permit  shall  be  made  on  forms  provided  for  that  purpose  and  shall  state,  among 
other  things,  the  number,  circumference  and  location  of  the  trees  to  be  removed  by 
types  and  the  reason  for  removal  of  each.  At  least  ten  (10)  calendar  days  before 
the  time  set  for  review  of  the  application,  a notice  shall  be  given  of  the  time,  date 
and  place  of  said  review  including  the  address  where  the  heritage  tree  is  located. 


The  notice  shall  be  published  once  in  a newspaper  of  general  circulation,  published 
and  circulated  in  the  City  of  Stockton. 


The  City  Landscape  Architect,  or  designee  as  determined  by  the  Director  of  Parks 
and  Recreation,  shall  review  each  application  and  any  written  or  oral  testimony  and 
decide  if  a permit  should  be  granted  based  on  the  following: 


(a)  The  condition  of  the  tree  or  trees  with  respect  to  disease,  danger  of  falling, 
proximity  to  existing  or  proposed  structures  and  interference  with  utility  services. 

(b)  The  necessity  to  remove  the  tree  or  trees  in  order  to  construct  any  proposed 
improvements,  and  the  possibility  of  revising  proposed  tentative  subdivision  maps 
and  improvement  plans  in  order  to  save  the  trees. 

(c)  The  topography  of  the  land  and  the  effect  of  the  removal  of  the  tree  on  erosion, 
soil  retention  and  diversion  or  increased  flow  of  surface  waters. 

(d)  The  number  of  similar  trees  existing  in  the  vicinity. 

(Amended  by  Ordinance  027-98C.S.  — Effective  December  17,  1998)  (Added  by 
Ordinance  007-90C.S.  — Effective  April  26, 1990) 

SEC.  5-040.1.  EMERGENCY  REMOVAL.  EXCEPTION  TO  NOTICE: 


In  circumstances  where  the  condition  of  the  heritage  tree(s)  poses  an  imminent 
threat  to  health  or  safety  or  to  property,  as  determined  by  the  City  Landscape 
Architect  or  designee  as  determined  by  the  Director  of  Parks  and  Recreation,  such 
heritage  tree(s)  may  be  summarily  removed  without  providing  prior  public  notice.  A 
removal -permit,  signed  by  the  Director  of  Parks  and  Recreation  or  designee,  must 
be  obtained  prior  to  the  removal  of  the  tree(s). 


(Added  by  Ordinance  027-98C.S.  — Effective  December  17, 1998) 


SEC.  5-041.  REPLACEMENT: 


Any  person  who  removes  any  heritage  trees  by  peimit  or  otherwise,  shall  replace 
them  on  a one  for  one  basis  at  the  discretion  of  the  City  Landscape  Architect.  The 
size  of  the  replacement  tree  shall  be  determined  by  the  City  Landscape  Architect 
based  on  the  size  of  the  tree  that  is  removed.  If  possible,  the  replacement  tree  or 
trees  shall  be  planted  on  the  same  parcel  as  the  trees  that  were  removed.  If  that  is 
not  possible,  the  replacement  tree  or  trees  shall  be  planted  in  a City  park  or  some 
other  suitable  location  as  determined  by  the  City  Landscape  Architect.  All  fines 
collected  for  violation  of  Section  5-039  shall  be  used  to  purchase  and  plant 
replacement  trees. 


(Added  by  Ordinance  007-90C.S.  — Effective  April  26,  1990) 


SEC.  5-042.  APPEALS: 


Any  decision  of  the  City  Landscape  Architect  may  be  appealed  to  the  City  Council. 
Appeals  shall  be  in  writing,  state  the  reasons  for  the  appeal  and  be  filed  with  the 
City  Clerk  within  ten  (10)  days  of  the  decision.  A fee,  the  amount  of  which  shall  be 
set  by  City  Council  resolution,  shall  be  paid  by  the  appellant  to  cover  the  cost  of 
processing  the  appeal.  The  matter  shall  be  set  for  public  hearing  before  the  City 
Council  within  forty-five  (45)  days  after  the  appeal  is  filed.  Notice  by  mail  shall  be 
given  to  the  appellant  and  every  property  owner  within  three  hundred  (300)  feet  of 
the  boundaries  of  the  parcel  where  the  heritage  tree  or  trees  are  located  at  least 
ten  (10)  days  prior  to  the  date  of  the  hearing.  If  the  decision  of  the  City  Landscape 
Architect  was  to  deny  the  permit,  then  no  permit  will  be  granted  without  five  (5) 
concurring  votes  of  the  City  Council. 


(Added  by  Ordinance  007-90C.S  — Effective  April  26.  1990) 
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Lake  Forest  Park 
Environmental  Quality 
Commission 


k s 

Affix  Postage 

m 

Here 

Environmental  Quality  Commission 

Heritage  Tree  Program 

City  of  Lake  Forest  Park 

17425  Ballinger  Way  NE 

Lake  Forest  Park,  WA  98155-5556 


?3 


Jacksonville,  FL 


Protected  tree  includes  all  of  the  following: 

(1) Private  protected  tree  means  any  tree  with  a DBH  of  six  inches  or  more  located 
on  any  lot  within  twenty  feet  of  a street  right-of-way  (including  an  approved  private  street 
or  other  access  easement)  ora  tree  with  a DBH  of  eight  inches  or  more  located  within 
ten  feet  of  any  other  property  line,  ora  tree  with  a DBH  of  twelve  inches  or  more  located 
elsewhere  on  the  lot. 

(2) Public  protected  tree  means  any  tree  located  on  lands  owned  by  the  city,  or  other 
governmental  agencies  or  authorities,  or  any  land  upon  which  easements  are  imposed 
for  the  benefit  of  the  city,  or  other  governmental  agencies  or  authorities,  or  upon  which 
other  ownership  control  may  be  exerted  by  the  city,  or  other  governmental  agencies  or 
authorities,  including  rights-of-way,  parks,  public  areas  and  easements  for  drainage, 
sewer,  water  and  other  public  utilities,  with: 

(i)  A DBH  of  six  inches  or  more  located  within  a city  or  other  governmental 
right-of-way,  or 

(ii)  A DBH  of  six  inches  or  more  and  located  on  any  lot  within  twenty  feet 
of  a street  right-of-way,  or 

(Hi)  A DBH  of  eight  inches  or  more  located  on  any  lot  within  ten  feet  of  any 
other  property  line,  or 

(iv)  A DBH  of  twelve  inches  or  more  located  elsewhere  on  the  lot. 

(3)  Exceptional  specimen  tree  means  any  tree  which  is  determined  by  the  City 
Council  to  be  of  unique  and  intrinsic  value  to  the  general  public  because  of  its  size,  age, 
historic  association  or  ecological  value  or  any  tree  designated  a Florida  State 
Champion,  United  States  Champion  or  World  Champion  by  the  American  Forestry 
Association.  The  Chief  shall  keep  a record  of  all  specimen  trees  so  designated  and  their 
location. 

[Jacksonville,  FL:  Ordinance  code  Title  XVII,  Section  656.1203bb] 


Images  of  bench  markers  for  discussion  of  visible  identification  of  Landmark  Trees 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Urban  Forestry  Council 
LANDMARK  TREE  COMMITTEE 
DRAFT  MEETING  MINUTES 


DOCUMENTS  DEPT 


Tuesday,  April  8,  2008,  4:00  p.m. 

City  Hall,  Room  421 
One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA 


JU N - 5 2008 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


COMMITTEE  MEMBERS:  Mike  Boss  (Chair),  Carolyn  Blair,  Steve  Griswold,  Malcolm  Hillan,  and  Mark 
I Sustarich. 


1 . Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  4:07  p.m. 
Present:  Chair  Boss,  Members  Blair,  Griswold  and  Hillan;  Excused:  Member  Sustarich. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  December  11,  2007  Urban  Forestry  Council  Landmark  Tree  Committee 
Regular  Meeting  (Discussion  and  Action).  Upon  Motion  by  Member  Blair  and  second  by  Member  Hillan, 
the  December  11,  2007  Meeting  Minutes  were  approved  without  objection  (Explanatory  Document: 
Approved  Minutes  of  the  December  1 1 , 2007  Regular  Meeting  http://sfgov.org/site/sfenvironinent  page.asp?id=72733L 

3.  Public  Works  Code  Section  802(x).  The  Committee  shall  discuss  and  refine  the  existing  City  definition  of 
the  word  "tree"  as  it  relates  to  the  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance  and  make  recommendations  to  the  full  Council 
(Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  (Explanatory  Document:  Article  16  Public  Works  Code  802(x)  (page  5) 
(Word) 

http://webl.sfgov.org/site/uploadedflles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc  landiraifaree/supporting/2008/Articlel 6PublicWorksCodeUrbanForestrvOrdinance.doc.') 

Chair  Boss  read  the  Public  Works  Code  Section  802(x)  definition  of  tree:  "Tree"  shall  mean  any  large 
perennial  plant  having  a woody  trunk(s),  branches,  and  leaves.  Trees  also  shall  include  palm  trees.”  Chair 
Boss  felt  that  this  definition  was  not  precise  enough  to  make  a determination  of  what  a tree  is.  It  was  stated 
that  the  Committee  has  a woody  plant  to  consider  at  this  meeting  that  may  or  may  not  fall  into  the  definition 
of  a tree,  and  an  alternative  definition  would  be  a shrub.  Chair  Boss  explained  that  the  Public  Works  Code 
definition  as  written  does  not  make  a distinction  between  a tree  and  a shrub  except  for  its  interpretation  of 
the  word  large. 

Chair  Boss  distributed  definitions  of  trees  from  three  sources,  the  Jepson  Manual,  Hortus  Third,  and  the 
Hillier  Manual  of  Trees  and  Shrubs  (PDF) 

http://webl.sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc  landmarktree/supporting/2008/M%20Boss%20notes.pdf).  It  Was  Stated  that  the 

definitions  from  all  three  sources  aren’t  precisely  the  same,  but  in  general,  one  of  the  operative 
considerations  is  that  trees  and  shrubs  are  all  woody.  Definitions  do  vary  from  consideration  of  size  to  the 
nature  of  the  trunk.  Chair  Boss  indicated  that  the  consensus  is  that  trees  are  large  and  shrubs  are  smaller  and 
that  in  general,  trees  have  a single  main  trunk  whereas  shrubs  have  multi  trunks  or  they  branch  from  the 
base.  It  was  stated  that  in  California,  trees  and  shrubs  do  not  always  fall  into  the  pattern  as  described,  and 
definitions  do  not  define  the  difference  in  size;  e.g.,  what  is  small  and  what  is  large.  Chair  Boss  referenced  a 
definition  that  was  used  from  his  graduate  school  work  that  trees  tend  to  be  over  1 5 feet,  and  shrubs  tend  to 
be  smaller  than  15  feet. 


Order  of  Business 


Member  Griswold  stated  that  there  are  plenty  of  other  criteria  through  which  “landmarkable”  qualities 
should  be  considered  and  would  rather  judge  on  the  object  itself  to  see  if  it  meets  most  of  the  landmark 
criteria.  Member  Hillan  stated  that  the  Committee  should  apply  their  collective  experience  and  common 
sense  as  professionals  to  make  future  judgments  on  whether  a nomination  is  a tree.  Coordinator  Hui 
reported  that  whatever  is  decided  has  to  be  in  line  with  the  existing  Public  Works  Code. 

Chair  Boss  stated  that  since  the  Council  is  an  advisory  body,  they  can  make  a recommendation  to  refine  the 
definition  of  a tree.  Member  Blair  felt  that  the  Council  should  not  limit  itself  by  a vague  definition  and 
should  examine  the  landmark  tree  evaluation  criteria  when  making  a determination.  Chair  Boss  stated  that 
before  consideration  is  given  to  whether  it  is  “landmarkable”,  consideration  has  to  be  given  to  whether  it  is  a 
tree. 

Public  Comment: 

Mr.  Roy  Leggitt,  Consulting  Arborist,  commented  on  the  concept  of  size  stating  that  size  is  a relative  value- 
-every  species  has  a different  genetic  potential  and  reaches  a different  size  over  a different  amount  of  time 
and  has  a different  finite  life  span.  The  Committee  was  asked  not  to  exclude  woody  perennials  from 
discussion  and  not  to  be  narrow  as  to  what  it  is  willing  to  consider.  An  example  was  given  of  two 
Manzanitas  that  are  30-feet  high  with  18-inch  trunks.  This  group  of  plants  should  not  be  excluded  because 
they  are  cultivated  commonly  in  the  nursery  and  landscape  trade  as  shrubs,  which  is  a misconception.  Mr. 
Leggitt  explained  that  woody  perennials  can  develop  as  single-trunked  trees.  Mr.  Leggitt  stated  that  he 
would  recommend  that  the  horticultural  community  abandon  their  definitions  of  shrub  trees  and  woody 
perennials  and  categorize  them  all  as  woody  plants  as  reflected  in  many  major  publications. 

Mr.  Mike  Vasey,  botanist  and  lecturer  San  Francisco  State  University,  explained  that  some  shrubs  grow 
very  tall  and  are  actually  trees.  Mr.  Vasey  stated  that  he  was  not  familiar  with  the  Landmark  Tree 
Committee  and  their  goals,  and  asked  if  there  was  an  interest  in  trying  to  protect  the  remnant  vegetation  of 
the  peninsula  before  landscaping  took  place.  It  was  stated  that  San  Francisco  has  relatively  few  trees  and 
asked  if  there  is  an  interest  in  protecting  the  existing  indigenous  flora  as  it  consists  of  many  more  lower- 
stature  woody  perennial  entities  than  tall  trees. 

Dr.  Tom  Parker,  Professor,  San  Francisco  State  University  and  botanist,  stated  that  there  is  no  black  and 
white  distinction  between  shrubs  and  trees,  so  whatever  definition  is  decided  will  be  unsatisfactory.  Mr. 
Parker  stated  that  he  thinks  that  the  ambiguity  should  be  to  the  Committee’s  advantage  because  things  can 
be  added  or  removed  as  is  deserved  based  on  other  criteria.  It  was  explained  that  Manzanita  are  extremely 
long-lived  and  live  as  long  as  many  trees  that  would  not  be  questioned  as  being  a tree.  Mr.  Parker  explained 
that  Manzanita  have  single  trunks  for  the  most  part. 

Ms.  K.  Rose  Hillson  discussed  conflicting  references  in  various  publications  she  has  read  on  whether  certain 
plants  are  actually  trees  or  shrubs;  e.g.  Blue  Elderberry,  Manzanita.  It  was  stated  that  there  are  not  that 
many  trees  in  San  Francisco,  and  many  existing  trees  are  referred  to  as  shrubs.  Ms.  Hillson  discussed  the 
Ohlone  population’s  use  of  plants,  how  only  four  percent  of  that  list  was  considered  to  be  trees,  and 
indicated  that  not  all  of  that  four  percent  of  trees  currently  exist. 

Chair  Boss  asked  whether  the  Committee  felt  that  woody  plants  should  be  considered  for  landmark  status 
based  on  whether  they  have  historical  significance  instead  of  consideration  for  whether  or  not  they  are  trees. 
Member  Griswold  stated  that  landmark  status  should  be  recommended  based  on  evaluation  of  all  of  the 
criteria.  Member  Hillan  stated  that  the  Committee  is  not  just  considering  historical  information,  an  cthno- 
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botanical  reference,  or  the  definitions  that  would  apply  in  a botanical  or  scientific  journal,  but  should  be 
considering  public  perception  and  what  the  Committee  has  been  charged  with  fundamentally  by  the  people 
of  San  Francisco  to  do.  Member  Hillan  recommended  referencing  professional  experience,  common  sense, 
and  to  ask  whether  the  plant  is  a tree,  whether  it  is  landmarkable,  and  whether  it  should  be  before  the 
Committee.  Member  Hillan  felt  that  trying  to  modify  the  existing  definition  would  not  be  beneficial. 

Mr.  Malamut,  Deputy  City  Attorney,  stated  that  the  definition  of  tree  does  not  just  apply  to  landmark  trees 
but  also  applies  to  significant  trees  and  to  the  definition  of  what  constitutes  a street  tree.  Mr.  Malamut 
suggested  contacting  the  Department  of  Public  Works  who  has  had  over  ten  years  of  experience  determining 
what  could  be  considered  as  a street  tree  and  would  have  the  administrative  practice  and  guidance  that 
would  help  in  this  discussion. 

Mr.  Leggitt  reported  that  he  has  worked  with  the  Public  Works  Code  as  it  relates  to  street  trees  as  a member 
of  the  Tree  Advisory  Board  which  is  a predecessor  organization  providing  advice  to  the  Department  of 
Public  Works.  It  was  explained  that  street  trees  have  been  planted  for  many  years  from  shrub  species  that 
are  trained  as  trees  by  nursery  practice.  Mr.  Leggitt  stated  that  he  upholds  his  earlier  comment  related  to 
discarding  the  distinction  between  shrubs  and  trees  and  considering  woody  perennials  based  on  their  own 
merits  rather  than  their  size  or  species  characteristics. 

Mr.  Leggitt  felt  that  it  would  be  remiss  to  exclude  a lot  of  the  urban  forest  as  potential  landmarks  because 
they  are  technically  shrub  species  according  to  more  restricted  definitions.  It  was  indicated  that  the 
Department  of  Public  Works  has  a precedent  that  supports  considering  what  we  would  otherwise  call  shrubs 
as  part  of  the  tree  population.  Mr.  Leggitt  explained  that  certain  shrub  species  are  sometimes  used  as  street 
trees  because  they  meet  street-clearance  requirements.  The  Committee  was  asked  to  maintain  flexibility  in 
their  considerations.  It  was  stated  that  the  Department  of  Public  Works  would  not  enlighten  the  Committee 
in  any  way,  and  that  the  Public  Works  Code  definition  is  appropriately  vague. 

Coordinator  Hui  explained  that  she  believes  that  shrubs  that  are  considered  trees  can  be  trained  into  a tree 
form  and  can  reach  a certain  height  so  they  are  considered  a tree  form.  It  was  stated  that  there  are  plenty  of 
shrubs  that  can’t  be  trained  in  a tree  form  and  should  not  be  considered  a tree. 

Member  Hillan  motioned,  second  by  Member  Blair  that  the  Committee  formally  retain  for  purposes 
of  their  activities  the  definition  of  a tree  provided  in  Public  Works  Code  802(x).  Chair  Boss  motioned, 
second  by  Member  Hillan  to  table  Member  Hillan’s  motion  until  relevant  parties  that  have  used  this 
definition;  e.g.,  the  Department  of  Public  Works,  could  provide  feedback  before  an  action  is  taken 
(AYES:  Chair  Boss,  Members  Griswold  and  Hillan;  NOES:  Member  Blair;  Absent:  Member 
Sustarich).  Motion  approved — Continued  to  the  Call  of  the  Chair. 

4.  Hearing  on  Nominations  for  Landmark  Tree  Status.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  will  hold  a hearing 
to  determine  whether  the  trees  nominated  at  the  following  addresses  meet  the  criteria  for  designation  as 
landmark  trees  (Discussion  and  Action). 

Monterey  Cypress  (Cupressus  macrocarpa,  located  at  2626  Vallejo  Street,  Assessor’s  Block  0953, 
Lot  006.  (Explanatory  Documents:  Nomination  Forms  and  Photos  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/Homeownersuppliednominatidnform 

andphotos.pdf  and  Staff  Evaluation  Form  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/LTCevaluationformMeiLinq(1 1.doc) 
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Howell’s  Manzanita  (Manzanita  hispidula),  located  at  115  Parker  Avenue,  Assessor’s  Block  1064, 

Lot  002  (Explanatory  Documents:  Nomination  Form  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportina/2008/NominationForm.pdf.  PhotOS 
(PDF)  http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/QwnerPhotoCloseUp.pdf 
and  (PDF)  http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/OwnerPhotoQverall.pdf) 

and  Staff  Evaluation  Form  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/LTCevaluationformMeiLinq.doc) 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing,  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  will  vote  on  whether  to  approve  or  reject 
the  nominations  and  shall  adopt  written  findings  to  support  its  decision  to  forward  to  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council.  The  Council  will  forward  approved  nominations  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  further 
consideration. 

Staff  Evaluation — 115  Parker  Avenue,  Howell’s  Manzanita 

Coordinator  Hui  presented  her  evaluation  of  criteria  for  consideration  of  the  Manzanita  for  landmark  tree 
status  (see  Staff  Evaluation  Form  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/LTCevaluationformMeiLinq.doc  and 
stated  that  the  Manzanita  is  rare,  healthy  and  attractive,  but  expressed  her  concern  whether  the  nomination  can 
be  considered  a tree  or  a shrub. 

Property  Owner  Presentation 

K.  Rose  Hillson,  discussed  qualifying  criteria  for  nominating  the  Manzanita  at  1 15  Parker  for  landmark  tree 
status  as  outlined  in  her  nomination  form  explanatory  document  (above).  Ms.  Hillson  described  the  tree’s 
historical,  social  and  cultural  significance,  importance  due  to  association  with  a site,  how  it  is  a defining  or 
meaningful  feature  of  a neighborhood,  serving  as  a wildlife  habitat,  and  excellent  vitality. 

Outside  Professional  Staff  Presentation 

Mr.  Roy  Leggitt,  Consulting  Arborist,  stated  that  he  has  evaluated  the  Manzanita,  which  appears  to  be  a 
healthy  plant  and  indicated  that  it  is  a single  stem  woody  perennial  naturally  developing  in  that  way,  meets 
all  his  criteria  as  a tree  just  like  a lot  of  other  plants  do,  and  is  healthy,  without  major  defects  or  problems.  It 
is  in  a favorable  cultivation  environment  that  has  changed  and  become  more  favorable  with  plants  and 
would  expect  this  plant  to  become  larger  if  more  competing  plants  nearby  were  removed.  Mr.  Leggitt  stated 
that  the  Manzanita  could  be  much  older  than  imagined  because  competing  plants  may  have  caused  its 
suppressed  growth.  From  an  arboriculture  standpoint,  it  meets  his  criteria  and  is  healthy.  Mr.  Leggitt 
indicated  that  the  Manzanita  is  decades  old,  but  it  could  be  on  the  upper  end  of  the  age  span  or  more  because 
these  plants  grow  extremely  slowly  in  their  natural  settings. 

Chair  Boss  inquired  about  the  health  of  the  Manzanita  as  he  observed  potential  problems  during  his 
evaluation.  Dr.  Parker  stated  that  these  plants  have  a single  cycle  of  growth  each  year,  flowering  in  January 
and  February.  They  put  out  new  growths  a couple  of  months  later,  roughly  beginning  in  April  - June.  In 
late  summer,  the  bark  is  growing,  the  wood  grows,  the  old  bark  splits  off,  and  in  the  fall  the  oldest  leaves  are 
discarded.  That  period  trails  in  through  the  winter  depending  upon  how  stressed  they  were  the  year  before 
and  how  much  they  were  able  to  grow  the  year  before.  The  Manzanita  species  is  always  dropping  leaves, 
which  is  not  indicative  of  ill  health. 
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Mr.  Vasey  stated  that  he  and  Dr.  Parker  are  working  on  rewriting  the  Jepson  Manual  section  on  the 
Manzanita.  A discussion  was  held  about  identifying  which  species  this  Manzanita  is  because  it  exhibits  the 
characteristics  of  three  different  species.  Mr.  Vasey  indicated  that  it  is  possible  that  this  Manzanita  is  a new 
species  altogether,  but  would  be  hesitant  to  name  it  as  a new  species  or  separate  species  until  another 
example  of  this  potential  species  was  located. 

Committee  Evaluation  Reports 

Member  Hillan  discussed  his  Evaluation  Report  and  stated  that  the  Manzanita  is  a significant  plant  that 
should  receive  protection  and  care,  but  would  not  recommend  the  Manzanita  for  landmark  status  as  a tree. 
Member  Blair  discussed  her  Evaluation  Report  and  stated  that  the  Manzanita  is  a significant  landmark 
whether  it  is  a tree  or  not,  but  is  not  sure  whether  it  can  be  landmarked  at  this  time.  Chair  Boss  discussed 
his  Evaluation  Report  and  stated  that  his  main  concern  is  whether  the  Manzanita  is  a tree  and  questioned 
whether  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  is  the  forum  for  providing  protection  for  this  plant.  Chair  Boss 
indicated  that  he  would  hope  that  there  would  be  a forum  for  this  plant  to  receive  recognition  and  protection 
and  is  not  sure  whether  the  San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code  has  an  effective  way  to  deal  with  this  type  of 
situation.  It  was  suggested  that  recommendations  could  be  made  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  create 
landmark  shrub  and  rare  plant  criteria. 

115  Parker,  Manzanita,  Committee  Evaluation  Reports  (PDF)  (1) 

http://web  1 .sfeov.org/siteyuDloadedriles/srenvironment/meetings/ufc  landmarktree/supporting/2008/Manzanital  1 5ParkerCommitteeReports.pdf:  (2)  (Word) 
http 7/web  1. sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/ineetings/ufc  landmarktree/supporting/2008/Manzanita%201 15%20Parker.doc). 

Property  Owner  Rebuttal 

Ms.  Hillson  stated  that  she  felt  the  Manzanita  is  tall  enough  to  be  considered  a tree. 

Discussion  and  Action  by  Committee 

Member  Griswold  moved  that  the  Manzanita  be  recommended  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  for  approval 
of  landmark  tree  status,  second  by  Member  Blair  (AYES:  Members  Griswold  and  Blair;  NOES:  Chair 
Boss  and  Member  Hillan).  Tie  vote  does  not  pass.  The  Manzanita  will  be  forwarded  to  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council  without  recommendation  for  consideration  at  their  April  22  meeting. 

Staff  Evaluation-2626  Vallejo  Street,  Monterey  Cypress 

Coordinator  Hui  presented  her  evaluation  of  criteria  for  consideration  of  the  Monterey  Cypress  for  landmark 
tree  status  (see  Staff  Evaluation  Form  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/LTCevaluationformMeiLinq.doc) 
and  recommended  this  tree  as  a great  candidate  for  landmark  tree  status.  Additional  letters  of  support  for 
landmark  tree  status  were  distributed  in  Committee  meeting. 

Property  Owner’s  Presentation 

Ms.  Heyman  discussed  the  merits  of  the  Monterey  Cypress  and  described  her  reasons  for  nominating  the 
tree  for  landmark  status;  its  beauty,  age  and  care  it  is  receiving.  Ms.  Heyman  described  her  interests  in 
gardening  and  indicated  that  she  has  written  essays  about  garden  design.  Ms.  Heyman  reported  that  an 
arborist  was  hired  to  prune  the  tree  for  safety,  health,  shape,  and  views. 


Committee  Evaluation  Reports 


Member  Griswold  reported  on  his  favorable  impression  of  the  Monterey  Cypress  tree,  but  expressed  his 
concern  relative  to  the  boundary  of  the  property  and  inquired  about  the  proximity  of  the  neighbor’s 
property.  Ms.  Heyman  explained  that  the  base  of  the  tree  is  on  her  property,  but  the  tree  spreads  over  both 
properties.  Member  Hillan  discussed  his  Evaluation  Report  and  stated  that  the  commonness  of  the  tree  is  a 
concern,  but  given  the  context  of  this  individual  tree  and  its  condition,  he  would  recommend  landmark  tree 
status.  Member  Boss  discussed  his  Evaluation  Form  criteria  and  stated  that  he  would  support  landmark  tree 
status.  Member  Blair  indicated  that  she  had  seen  a Monterey  Cypress  in  the  neighborhood  which  was  very 
tall,  in  great  shape,  and  in  its  natural  form  and  because  of  the  commonness  of  the  tree,  would  like  to 
landmark  only  the  best  specimens  of  Monterey  Cypress.  Member  Blair  expressed  her  hesitation  for 
recommending  landmark  tree  status  because  the  tree  is  not  in  its  natural  form  and  had  been  topped. 

Committee  Evaluation  Reports  Monterey  Cypress,  2626  Vallejo  Street  (1)  (PDF) 

Imp:  webl.st'eov.org/siteuploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc  landmarktree/suPDorting/2008/2626ValleioCommitteeRepts.odf  and  2)  (Word) 
Imp:  webl  .sfgov.org/siteuploadedfiles/sfenviromnent/meetings/ufc  landmaiktree/supporting/2008/Manzanita%201 1 5%20Parker.docl. 


Staff  Rebuttal 

Coordinator  Hui  stated  that  the  tree  is  a common  species,  but  that  large  trees  in  San  Francisco  are 
uncommon.  The  UFORE  Report  states  that  51 .4%  of  all  trees  in  the  City  have  a DBH  of  less  than  6 inches; 
so  large  trees,  especially  large  and  well  cared  for  trees  are  a rarity  in  San  Francisco.  Coordinator  Hui 
indicated  that  the  tree  has  been  taken  care  of  to  protect  safety  and  can  live  longer  in  the  area  that  it  is 
located. 

Property  Owner  Rebuttal 

Ms.  Heyman  stated  that  the  tree  cutter  indicated  that  the  tree  has  nice  spacing,  is  not  experiencing  a lot  of 
stress,  and  would  have  been  concerned  if  the  heavier  limb  were  on  the  low  side  pulling  the  tree  down,  but 
luckily,  it  is  the  lighter  limb. 

Discussion  and  Action  by  the  Committee 

Committee  Members  asked  Ms.  Heyman  whether  any  of  the  neighbors  had  expressed  concern  for 
landmarking  the  tree.  Ms.  Heyman  indicated  that  there  are  several  letters  of  support  that  had  been 
submitted,  and  her  neighbor  to  the  north  had  not  presented  their  concerns  for  or  against  landmarking.  It  was 
stated  that  the  neighbor  to  the  north  would  be  doing  renovation  to  their  home,  and  that  a tree  protection  plan 
is  in  place. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Hillan  and  second  by  Member  Griswold,  the  Monterey  Cypress  at  2626 
Vallejo  Street  was  approved  for  recommendation  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  for  landmark  tree 
status.  The  Council’s  meeting  is  scheduled  for  April  22,  2008.  (AYES:  Chair  Boss,  Members  Blair, 
Griswold,  and  Hillan;  Absent:  Member  Sustarich.) 

5.  Approval  of  Documents  for  Notification  of  Landmark  Tree  Hearings  and  Discussion  of  Amendments 
to  Public  Works  Code  Section  810  on  Landmark  Trees.  The  Committee  shall  discuss  Ordinance 
Amendments  approved  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  on  March  25,  2008  and  vote  on  draft  notification 
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documents  to  forward  to  the  full  Council  for  approval.  (Explanatory  Documents:  Ordinance  amending 
Public  Works  Code  Section  810  (Word) 

http://webl. sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenviromnent/meetings/ufc  landmarktree/supporting/2008/Public WorksCodeLandmarkTreesQrd.pdf.  Draft 

Landmark  Tree  Hearing  Notices  (PDF) 

http://webl.sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sl'environment/meetings/ufc  landmarktree/suppoiting/2008/DraftNoticesLandmaikTreeHrgs.PDF  and  Examples 

of  DPW  Tree  Removal  Hearing  Notice  and  Urban  Forestry  Council’s  Notice  to  Property  Owner  of 
Landmark  Tree  Nomination  (PDF) 

http://webl.sfgov.org/site'uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc  landmarktree/supporting/2008/ExamplesPropQwnerDPW.pdf)  (Discussion  and 

Action). 

Coordinator  Hui  explained  that  noticing  requirements  for  landmark  tree  hearings  would  go  into  effect  on 
April  20,  and  for  the  Council’s  April  22  meeting,  she  would  have  to  notice  the  trees  that  were  heard  today. 
Coordinator  Hui  explained  that  if  the  property  is  over  one  acre  in  size,  a sign  can  be  noticed,  and  if  the  tree 
is  under  one  acre,  letters  are  sent  to  eight  adjoining  property  owners.  Deputy  City  Attorney  Malamut 
reported  that  the  letters  comply  with  recent  amendments  to  the  Public  Works  Code.  Coordinator  Hui 
explained  that  it  would  be  her  staff  assignment  to  comply  with  the  noticing  requirements. 

Upon  Motion  by  Chair  Boss,  and  second  by  Member  Hillan,  the  Hearing  Notices  were  approved  without 
objection  (AYES:  Chair  Boss,  Members  Blair,  Griswold  and  Hillan;  Absent:  Member  Sustarich). 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Criteria.  The  Committee  shall  continue  to  discuss  redefining  landmark  tree 
evaluation  criteria  and  discuss  criteria  used  in  other  jurisdictions.  (Continued  from  the  December  11,  2007 
Meeting)  (Explanatory  Documents:  Original  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Criteria  (Word) 

http://webl.sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc  landmarktree/supporting/2007/LandmarkTreeCriteria.doc  Evaluation  Criteria 
Revised  050307  (Word)  http://web i .sfgov.org/site/uoioadedtiies/LMTcnterarev50307.doc.  Phvtosphere  Guidelines  for 
Developing  and  Evaluating  Tree  Ordinances  (HTML)  http://www.phvtosphere.com/treeord/heritage.htm  and  Jurisdictions’ 
Criteria  Forms  (PDF) 

http://webl.sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc  landmarktree/suonoiting/2007/JunsdictionsCntenaFormsExamples.pdfl 

(Discussion). 

This  item  was  continued  to  the  May  13,  2008  meeting. 

Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  after  Designation.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  shall  discuss 
methods  for  visibly  identifying  trees  that  have  received  landmark  tree  status  (Continued  from  the  December 
11,  2007  Meeting)  (Explanatory  Document:  Bench  marker  images  (Word) 

http://webl.sfgov.org/sitc/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc  landinaiktree/supporting/2008/lmagesbenchmaikersvisibleidentificationLandmarkTrees.doc 

(Discussion). 

This  item  was  continued  to  the  May  13,  2008  meeting. 

New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items  (Information  and  Discussion). 

Chair  Boss  inquired  whether  the  most  current  version  of  the  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  is  being  used 
by  staff  as  he  believes  the  forms  were  revised  over  a period  of  time  to  include  staff  input  into  tree  diameter 
and  height.  Chair  Boss  stated  that  he  thought  there  should  be  a correlation  between  the  nomination  and 
evaluation  forms.  Coordinator  Hui  indicated  that  she  accessed  her  form  from  the  Urban  Forestry  Council’s 
folder  of  current  forms  and  explained  that  her  staff  position  does  not  require  her  to  be  an  arborist  and  could 
not  provide  the  measurements  requested.  Chair  Boss  asked  that  this  issue  be  put  on  the  agenda  for  the  next 


meeting.  Coordinator  Hui  asked  Committee  members  to  bring  explanatory  documents  for  Agenda  Items  6 
and  7 back  to  the  next  meeting  in  order  to  conserve  resources.  Coordinator  Hui  also  reported  that  the 
Landmark  Tree  Map  that  lists  all  landmark  trees  is  now  included  in  the  San  Francisco  Environment 
landmark  tree  page. 

9.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Committee  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Committee’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda.  There  was  no  public  comment  at  this  time. 

10.  Adjournment.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  meeting  adjourned  at  6:28  p.m. 

The  next  Landmark  Tree  Committee  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  May  13,  2008  at  4:00  p.m.,  Room  421, 

City  Hall. 

Approved: 
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COMMITTEE  MEMBERS:  Mike  Boss  (Chair),  Carolyn  Blair,  Steve  Griswold,  Malcolm  Hillan,  and  Mark 
Sustarich. 


1 . Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  4:07  p.m. 
Present:  Chair  Boss,  Members  Blair,  Griswold  and  Hillan;  Excused:  Member  Sustarich. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  December  11,  2007  Urban  Forestry  Council  Landmark  Tree  Committee 
Regular  Meeting  (Discussion  and  Action).  Upon  Motion  by  Member  Blair  and  second  by  Member  Hillan, 
the  December  1 1,  2007  Meeting  Minutes  were  approved  without  objection  (Explanatory  Document: 
Approved  Minutes  of  the  December  1 1 , 2007  Regular  Meeting  http://sfgov.oi-g/site/sfenvironmeiit  Page.asp?id=72733k 

3 Public  Works  Code  Section  802(x).  The  Committee  shall  discuss  and  refine  the  existing  City  definition  of 
the  word  "tree"  as  it  relates  to  the  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance  and  make  recommendations  to  the  full  Council 
(Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  (Explanatory  Document:  Article  16  Public  Works  Code  802(x)  (page  5) 
(Word) 

http://webl  .sfgov.org/sitguploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc  landmatktree/suDDOiting/2008/Articlel 6PublicWorksCodeUrbanFoiestrvOrdinance.doc.) 

Chair  Boss  read  the  Public  Works  Code  Section  802(x)  definition  of  tree:  "Tree"  shall  mean  any  large 
perennial  plant  having  a woody  trunk(s),  branches,  and  leaves.  Trees  also  shall  include  palm  trees.”  Chair 
Boss  felt  that  this  definition  was  not  precise  enough  to  make  a determination  of  what  a tree  is.  It  was  stated 
that  the  Committee  has  a woody  plant  to  consider  at  this  meeting  that  may  or  may  not  fall  into  the  definition 
of  a tree,  and  an  alternative  definition  would  be  a shrub.  Chair  Boss  explained  that  the  Public  Works  Code 
definition  as  written  does  not  make  a distinction  between  a tree  and  a shrub  except  for  its  interpretation  of 
the  word  large. 

Chair  Boss  distributed  definitions  of  trees  from  three  sources,  the  Jepson  Manual,  Hortus  Third,  and  the 
Hillier  Manual  of  Trees  and  Shrubs  (PDF) 

http://wehl.sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenviroruTient/meetings/ufc  landmarktiee/supporting/2008/M%20Boss%20notes.pdf).  It  Was  Stated  that  the 

definitions  from  all  three  sources  aren’t  precisely  the  same,  but  in  general,  one  of  the  operative 
considerations  is  that  trees  and  shrubs  are  all  woody.  Definitions  do  vary  from  consideration  of  size  to  the 
nature  of  the  trunk.  Chair  Boss  indicated  that  the  consensus  is  that  trees  are  large  and  shrubs  are  smaller  and 
that  in  general,  trees  have  a single  main  trunk  whereas  shrubs  have  multi  trunks  or  they  branch  from  the 
base.  It  was  stated  that  in  California,  trees  and  shrubs  do  not  always  fall  into  the  pattern  as  described,  and 
definitions  do  not  define  the  difference  in  size;  e.g.,  what  is  small  and  what  is  large.  Chair  Boss  referenced  a 
definition  that  was  used  from  his  graduate  school  work  that  trees  tend  to  be  over  15  feet,  and  shrubs  tend  to 
be  smaller  than  15  feet. 
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Member  Griswold  stated  that  there  are  plenty  of  other  criteria  through  which  “landmarkable”  qualities 
should  be  considered  and  would  rather  judge  on  the  object  itself  to  see  if  it  meets  most  of  the  landmark 
criteria.  Member  Hillan  stated  that  the  Committee  should  apply  their  collective  experience  and  common 
sense  as  professionals  to  make  future  judgments  on  whether  a nomination  is  a tree.  Coordinator  Hui 
reported  that  whatever  is  decided  has  to  be  in  line  with  the  existing  Public  Works  Code. 

Chair  Boss  stated  that  since  the  Council  is  an  advisory  body,  they  can  make  a recommendation  to  refine  the 
definition  of  a tree.  Member  Blair  felt  that  the  Council  should  not  limit  itself  by  a vague  definition  and 
should  examine  the  landmark  tree  evaluation  criteria  when  making  a determination.  Chair  Boss  stated  that 
before  consideration  is  given  to  whether  it  is  “landmarkable”,  consideration  has  to  be  given  to  whether  it  is  a 
tree. 

Public  Comment: 

Mr.  Roy  Leggitt,  Consulting  Arborist,  commented  on  the  concept  of  size  stating  that  size  is  a relative  value- 
-every  species  has  a different  genetic  potential  and  reaches  a different  size  over  a different  amount  of  time 
and  has  a different  finite  life  span.  The  Committee  was  asked  not  to  exclude  woody  perennials  from 
discussion  and  not  to  be  narrow  as  to  what  it  is  willing  to  consider.  An  example  was  given  of  two 
Manzanitas  that  are  30- feet  high  with  18-inch  trunks.  This  group  of  plants  should  not  be  excluded  because 
they  are  cultivated  commonly  in  the  nursery  and  landscape  trade  as  shrubs,  which  is  a misconception.  Mr. 
Leggitt  explained  that  woody  perennials  can  develop  as  single-trunked  trees.  Mr.  Leggitt  stated  that  he 
would  recommend  that  the  horticultural  community  abandon  their  definitions  of  shrub  trees  and  woody 
perennials  and  categorize  them  all  as  woody  plants  as  reflected  in  many  major  publications. 

Mr.  Mike  Vasey,  botanist  and  lecturer  San  Francisco  State  University,  explained  that  some  shrubs  grow 
very  tall  and  are  actually  trees.  Mr.  Vasey  stated  that  he  was  not  familiar  with  the  Landmark  Tree 
Committee  and  their  goals,  and  asked  if  there  was  an  interest  in  trying  to  protect  the  remnant  vegetation  of 
the  peninsula  before  landscaping  took  place.  It  was  stated  that  San  Francisco  has  relatively  few  trees  and 
asked  if  there  is  an  interest  in  protecting  the  existing  indigenous  flora  as  it  consists  of  many  more  lower- 
stature  woody  perennial  entities  than  tall  trees. 

Dr.  Tom  Parker,  Professor,  San  Francisco  State  University  and  botanist,  stated  that  there  is  no  black  and 
white  distinction  between  shrubs  and  trees,  so  whatever  definition  is  decided  will  be  unsatisfactory.  Mr. 
Parker  stated  that  he  thinks  that  the  ambiguity  should  be  to  the  Committee’s  advantage  because  things  can 
be  added  or  removed  as  is  deserved  based  on  other  criteria.  It  was  explained  that  Manzanita  are  extremely 
long-lived  and  live  as  long  as  many  trees  that  would  not  be  questioned  as  being  a tree.  Mr.  Parker  explained 
that  Manzanita  have  single  trunks  for  the  most  part. 

Ms.  K.  Rose  Hillson  discussed  conflicting  references  in  various  publications  she  has  read  on  whether  certain 
plants  are  actually  trees  or  shrubs;  e.g.  Blue  Elderberry,  Manzanita.  It  was  stated  that  there  are  not  that 
many  trees  in  San  Francisco,  and  many  existing  trees  are  referred  to  as  shrubs.  Ms.  Hillson  discussed  the 
Ohlone  population’s  use  of  plants,  how  only  four  percent  of  that  list  was  considered  to  be  trees,  and 
indicated  that  not  all  of  that  four  percent  of  trees  currently  exist. 

Chair  Boss  asked  whether  the  Committee  felt  that  woody  plants  should  be  considered  for  landmark  status 
based  on  whether  they  have  historical  significance  instead  of  consideration  for  whether  or  not  they  are  trees. 
Member  Griswold  stated  that  landmark  status  should  be  recommended  based  on  evaluation  of  all  of  the 
criteria.  Member  Hillan  stated  that  the  Committee  is  not  just  considering  historical  information,  an  ethno- 


Page  2 


botanical  reference,  or  the  definitions  that  would  apply  in  a botanical  or  scientific  journal,  but  should  be 
considering  public  perception  and  what  the  Committee  has  been  charged  with  fundamentally  by  the  people 
of  San  Francisco  to  do.  Member  Hillan  recommended  referencing  professional  experience,  common  sense, 
and  to  ask  whether  the  plant  is  a tree,  whether  it  is  landmarkable,  and  whether  it  should  be  before  the 
Committee.  Member  Hillan  felt  that  trying  to  modify  the  existing  definition  would  not  be  beneficial. 

Mr.  Malamut,  Deputy  City  Attorney,  stated  that  the  definition  of  tree  does  not  just  apply  to  landmark  trees 
but  also  applies  to  significant  trees  and  to  the  definition  of  what  constitutes  a street  tree.  Mr.  Malamut 
suggested  contacting  the  Department  of  Public  Works  who  has  had  over  ten  years  of  experience  determining 
what  could  be  considered  as  a street  tree  and  would  have  the  administrative  practice  and  guidance  that 
would  help  in  this  discussion. 

Mr.  Leggitt  reported  that  he  has  worked  with  the  Public  Works  Code  as  it  relates  to  street  trees  as  a member 
of  the  Tree  Advisory  Board  which  is  a predecessor  organization  providing  advice  to  the  Department  of 
Public  Works.  It  was  explained  that  street  trees  have  been  planted  for  many  years  from  shrub  species  that 
are  trained  as  trees  by  nursery  practice.  Mr.  Leggitt  stated  that  he  upholds  his  earlier  comment  related  to 
discarding  the  distinction  between  shrubs  and  trees  and  considering  woody  perennials  based  on  their  own 
merits  rather  than  their  size  or  species  characteristics. 

Mr.  Leggitt  felt  that  it  would  be  remiss  to  exclude  a lot  of  the  urban  forest  as  potential  landmarks  because 
they  are  technically  shrub  species  according  to  more  restricted  definitions.  It  was  indicated  that  the 
Department  of  Public  Works  has  a precedent  that  supports  considering  what  we  would  otherwise  call  shrubs 
as  part  of  the  tree  population.  Mr.  Leggitt  explained  that  certain  shrub  species  are  sometimes  used  as  street 
trees  because  they  meet  street-clearance  requirements.  The  Committee  was  asked  to  maintain  flexibility  in 
their  considerations.  It  was  stated  that  the  Department  of  Public  Works  would  not  enlighten  the  Committee 
in  any  way,  and  that  the  Public  Works  Code  definition  is  appropriately  vague. 

Coordinator  Hui  explained  that  she  believes  that  shrubs  that  are  considered  trees  can  be  trained  into  a tree 
fonn  and  can  reach  a certain  height  so  they  are  considered  a tree  form.  It  was  stated  that  there  are  plenty  of 
shrubs  that  can’t  be  trained  in  a tree  form  and  should  not  be  considered  a tree. 

Member  Hillan  motioned,  second  by  Member  Blair  that  the  Committee  formally  retain  for  purposes 
of  their  activities  the  definition  of  a tree  provided  in  Public  Works  Code  802(x).  Chair  Boss  motioned, 
second  by  Member  Hillan  to  table  Member  Hillan’s  motion  until  relevant  parties  that  have  used  this 
definition;  e.g.,  the  Department  of  Public  Works,  could  provide  feedback  before  an  action  is  taken 
(AYES:  Chair  Boss,  Members  Griswold  and  Hillan;  NOES:  Member  Blair;  Absent:  Member 
Sustarich).  Motion  approved — Continued  to  the  Call  of  the  Chair. 

4.  Hearing  on  Nominations  for  Landmark  Tree  Status.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  will  hold  a hearing 
to  determine  whether  the  trees  nominated  at  the  following  addresses  meet  the  criteria  for  designation  as 
landmark  trees  (Discussion  and  Action). 

Monterey  Cypress  (Cupressus  macrocarpa,  located  at  2626  Vallejo  Street,  Assessor’s  Block  0953, 
Lot  006.  (Explanatory  Documents:  Nomination  Forms  and  Photos  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/Homeownersuppliednominationform 

andphotos.pdf  and  Staff  Evaluation  Form  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/LTCevaluationformMeiLinq(1 1.doc) 
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Howell’s  Manzanita  (Manzanita  hispidula),  located  at  115  Parker  Avenue,  Assessor’s  Block  1064, 

Lot  002  (Explanatory  Documents:  Nomination  Form  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/NominationForm.pdf.  PhotOS 
(PDF)  http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/QwnerPhotoCloseUp.pdf 
and  (PDF)  http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/OwnerPhotoQverall.pdf) 

and  Staff  Evaluation  Form  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/LTCevaluationformMeiLinq.docl 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing,  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  will  vote  on  whether  to  approve  or  reject 
the  nominations  and  shall  adopt  written  findings  to  support  its  decision  to  forward  to  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council.  The  Council  will  forward  approved  nominations  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  further 
consideration. 

Staff  Evaluation — 115  Parker  Avenue,  Howell’s  Manzanita 

Coordinator  Hui  presented  her  evaluation  of  criteria  for  consideration  of  the  Manzanita  for  landmark  tree 
status  (see  Staff  Evaluation  Form  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/LTCevaluationformMeiLinq.doc  and 

stated  that  the  Manzanita  is  rare,  healthy  and  attractive,  but  expressed  her  concern  whether  the  nomination  can 
be  considered  a tree  or  a shrub. 

Property  Owner  Presentation 

K.  Rose  Hillson,  discussed  qualifying  criteria  for  nominating  the  Manzanita  at  1 15  Parker  for  landmark  tree 
status  as  outlined  in  her  nomination  form  explanatory  document  (above).  Ms.  Hillson  described  the  tree’s 
historical,  social  and  cultural  significance,  importance  due  to  association  with  a site,  how  it  is  a defining  or 
meaningful  feature  of  a neighborhood,  serving  as  a wildlife  habitat,  and  excellent  vitality. 

Outside  Professional  Staff  Presentation 

Mr.  Roy  Leggitt,  Consulting  Arborist,  stated  that  he  has  evaluated  the  Manzanita,  which  appears  to  be  a 
healthy  plant  and  indicated  that  it  is  a single  stem  woody  perennial  naturally  developing  in  that  way,  meets 
all  his  criteria  as  a tree  just  like  a lot  of  other  plants  do,  and  is  healthy,  without  major  defects  or  problems.  It 
is  in  a favorable  cultivation  environment  that  has  changed  and  become  more  favorable  with  plants  and 
would  expect  this  plant  to  become  larger  if  more  competing  plants  nearby  were  removed.  Mr.  Leggitt  stated 
that  the  Manzanita  could  be  much  older  than  imagined  because  competing  plants  may  have  caused  its 
suppressed  growth.  From  an  arboriculture  standpoint,  it  meets  his  criteria  and  is  healthy.  Mr.  Leggitt 
indicated  that  the  Manzanita  is  decades  old,  but  it  could  be  on  the  upper  end  of  the  age  span  or  more  because 
these  plants  grow  extremely  slowly  in  their  natural  settings. 

Chair  Boss  inquired  about  the  health  of  the  Manzanita  as  he  observed  potential  problems  during  his 
evaluation.  Dr.  Parker  stated  that  these  plants  have  a single  cycle  of  growth  each  year,  flowering  in  January 
and  February.  They  put  out  new  growths  a couple  of  months  later,  roughly  beginning  in  April  - June.  In 
late  summer,  the  bark  is  growing,  the  wood  grows,  the  old  bark  splits  off,  and  in  the  fall  the  oldest  leaves  are 
discarded.  That  period  trails  in  through  the  winter  depending  upon  how  stressed  they  were  the  year  before 
and  how  much  they  were  able  to  grow  the  year  before.  The  Manzanita  species  is  always  dropping  leaves, 
which  is  not  indicative  of  ill  health. 
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Mr.  Vasey  stated  that  he  and  Dr.  Parker  are  working  on  rewriting  the  Jepson  Manual  section  on  the 
Manzanita.  A discussion  was  held  about  identifying  which  species  this  Manzanita  is  because  it  exhibits  the 
characteristics  of  three  different  species.  Mr.  Vasey  indicated  that  it  is  possible  that  this  Manzanita  is  a new 
species  altogether,  but  would  be  hesitant  to  name  it  as  a new  species  or  separate  species  until  another 
example  of  this  potential  species  was  located. 

Committee  Evaluation  Reports 

Member  Hillan  discussed  his  Evaluation  Report  and  stated  that  the  Manzanita  is  a significant  plant  that 
should  receive  protection  and  care,  but  would  not  recommend  the  Manzanita  for  landmark  status  as  a tree. 
Member  Blair  discussed  her  Evaluation  Report  and  stated  that  the  Manzanita  is  a significant  landmark 
whether  it  is  a tree  or  not,  but  is  not  sure  whether  it  can  be  landmarked  at  this  time.  Chair  Boss  discussed 
his  Evaluation  Report  and  stated  that  his  main  concern  is  whether  the  Manzanita  is  a tree  and  questioned 
whether  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  is  the  forum  for  providing  protection  for  this  plant.  Chair  Boss 
indicated  that  he  would  hope  that  there  would  be  a forum  for  this  plant  to  receive  recognition  and  protection 
and  is  not  sure  whether  the  San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code  has  an  effective  way  to  deal  with  this  type  of 
situation.  It  was  suggested  that  recommendations  could  be  made  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  create 
landmark  shrub  and  rare  plant  criteria. 

115  Parker,  Manzanita,  Committee  Evaluation  Reports  (PDF)  (1) 

htlp://webl.sfcov.org/site'uploadedriles/srenvironment/meetings/ufc  landmaiktree/suppoitmg/2008/Manzanital  15ParkerCommitteeRepoils.pdf:  (2)  (Word) 
http://web  1 .sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironmentymeetings/ufc  landmarktree/supporting/2Q08/Manzanita%20 1 1 5%20Parker.doc) . 


Property  Owner  Rebuttal 

Ms.  Hillson  stated  that  she  felt  the  Manzanita  is  tall  enough  to  be  considered  a tree. 

Discussion  and  Action  by  Committee 

Member  Griswold  moved  that  the  Manzanita  be  recommended  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  for  approval 
of  landmark  tree  status,  second  by  Member  Blair  (AYES:  Members  Griswold  and  Blair;  NOES:  Chair 
Boss  and  Member  Hillan).  Tie  vote  does  not  pass.  The  Manzanita  will  be  forwarded  to  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council  without  recommendation  for  consideration  at  their  April  22  meeting. 

Staff  Evaluation-2626  Vallejo  Street,  Monterey  Cypress 

Coordinator  Hui  presented  her  evaluation  of  criteria  for  consideration  of  the  Monterey  Cypress  for  landmark 
tree  status  (see  Staff  Evaluation  Form  (Word) 

http://web1.sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/LTCevaluationformMeiLinq.doc) 

and  recommended  this  tree  as  a great  candidate  for  landmark  tree  status.  Additional  letters  of  support  for 
landmark  tree  status  were  distributed  in  Committee  meeting. 

Property  Owner’s  Presentation 

Ms.  Heyman  discussed  the  merits  of  the  Monterey  Cypress  and  described  her  reasons  for  nominating  the 
tree  for  landmark  status;  its  beauty,  age  and  care  it  is  receiving.  Ms.  Heyman  described  her  interests  in 
gardening  and  indicated  that  she  has  written  essays  about  garden  design.  Ms.  Heyman  reported  that  an 
arborist  was  hired  to  prune  the  tree  for  safety,  health,  shape,  and  views. 
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Committee  Evaluation  Reports 

Member  Griswold  reported  on  his  favorable  impression  of  the  Monterey  Cypress  tree,  but  expressed  his 
concern  relative  to  the  boundary  of  the  property  and  inquired  about  the  proximity  of  the  neighbor’s 
property.  Ms.  Heyman  explained  that  the  base  of  the  tree  is  on  her  property,  but  the  tree  spreads  over  both 
properties.  Member  Hillan  discussed  his  Evaluation  Report  and  stated  that  the  commonness  of  the  tree  is  a 
concern,  but  given  the  context  of  this  individual  tree  and  its  condition,  he  would  recommend  landmark  tree 
status.  Member  Boss  discussed  his  Evaluation  Form  criteria  and  stated  that  he  would  support  landmark  tree 
status.  Member  Blair  indicated  that  she  had  seen  a Monterey  Cypress  in  the  neighborhood  which  was  very 
tall,  in  great  shape,  and  in  its  natural  form  and  because  of  the  commonness  of  the  tree,  would  like  to 
landmark  only  the  best  specimens  of  Monterey  Cypress.  Member  Blair  expressed  her  hesitation  for 
recommending  landmark  tree  status  because  the  tree  is  not  in  its  natural  form  and  had  been  topped. 

Committee  Evaluation  Reports  Monterey  Cypress,  2626  Vallejo  Street  (1)  (PDF) 

Imn:  web  1 . slaov.org  site  unloaded  files  srenvironmenl.meetinasul'c  landmarktree/suppoiting/2008/2626 ValleioCommitteeReDts.pdf  and  2)  (Word) 
http:  web  I .sfgov.org  site  uploadedfiles  sfenviromnent/meetings/ufc  landniarktree/supporting/2008/Manzanita%201 15%20Parker.doc'). 

Staff  Rebuttal 

Coordinator  Hui  stated  that  the  tree  is  a common  species,  but  that  large  trees  in  San  Francisco  are 
uncommon.  The  UFORE  Report  states  that  51.4%  of  all  trees  in  the  City  have  a DBH  of  less  than  6 inches; 
so  large  trees,  especially  large  and  well  cared  for  trees  are  a rarity  in  San  Francisco.  Coordinator  Hui 
indicated  that  the  tree  has  been  taken  care  of  to  protect  safety  and  can  live  longer  in  the  area  that  it  is 
located. 

Property  Owner  Rebuttal 

Ms.  Heyman  stated  that  the  tree  cutter  indicated  that  the  tree  has  nice  spacing,  is  not  experiencing  a lot  of 
stress,  and  would  have  been  concerned  if  the  heavier  limb  were  on  the  low  side  pulling  the  tree  down,  but 
luckily,  it  is  the  lighter  limb. 

Discussion  and  Action  by  the  Committee 

Committee  Members  asked  Ms.  Heyman  whether  any  of  the  neighbors  had  expressed  concern  for 
landmarking  the  tree.  Ms.  Heyman  indicated  that  there  are  several  letters  of  support  that  had  been 
submitted,  and  her  neighbor  to  the  north  had  not  presented  their  concerns  for  or  against  landmarking.  It  was 
stated  that  the  neighbor  to  the  north  would  be  doing  renovation  to  their  home,  and  that  a tree  protection  plan 
is  in  place. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Hillan  and  second  by  Member  Griswold,  the  Monterey  Cypress  at  2626 
Vallejo  Street  was  approved  for  recommendation  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  for  landmark  tree 
status.  The  Council’s  meeting  is  scheduled  for  April  22,  2008.  (AYES:  Chair  Boss,  Members  Blair, 
Griswold,  and  Hillan;  Absent:  Member  Sustarich.) 

5.  Approval  of  Documents  for  Notification  of  Landmark  Tree  Hearings  and  Discussion  of  Amendments 
to  Public  Works  Code  Section  810  on  Landmark  Trees.  The  Committee  shall  discuss  Ordinance 
Amendments  approved  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  on  March  25,  2008  and  vote  on  draft  notification 
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documents  to  forward  to  the  full  Council  for  approval.  (Explanatory  Documents:  Ordinance  amending 
Public  Works  Code  Section  810  (Word) 

http:// web  1 .sfgov.org/siteVploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc  landmarktree/supporting/2008/Public WorksCodeLandinarkTreesOrd.pdf.  Draft 

Landmark  Tree  Hearing  Notices  (PDF) 

http://webl.sfgov.org/site,uploadedriles/sfenvironment/iTieetings/ufc  landmarktree/supporting/2008/DraftNoticesLandmarkTreeHrgs.PDF  and  Examples 

of  DPW  Tree  Removal  Hearing  Notice  and  Urban  Forestry  Council’s  Notice  to- Property  Owner  of 
Landmark  Tree  Nomination  (PDF) 

http://webl.sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetings/ufc  landmarktree/suppotting/2008/ExamplesPropQwnerDPW.pdf)  (Discussion  and 

Action). 

Coordinator  Hui  explained  that  noticing  requirements  for  landmark  tree  hearings  would  go  into  effect  on 
April  20,  and  for  the  Council’s  April  22  meeting,  she  would  have  to  notice  the  trees  that  were  heard  today. 
Coordinator  Hui  explained  that  if  the  property  is  over  one  acre  in  size,  a sign  can  be  noticed,  and  if  the  tree 
is  under  one  acre,  letters  are  sent  to  eight  adjoining  property  owners.  Deputy  City  Attorney  Malamut 
reported  that  the  letters  comply  with  recent  amendments  to  the  Public  Works  Code.  Coordinator  Hui 
explained  that  it  would  be  her  staff  assignment  to  comply  with  the  noticing  requirements. 

Upon  Motion  by  Chair  Boss,  and  second  by  Member  Hillan,  the  Hearing  Notices  were  approved  without 
objection  (AYES:  Chair  Boss,  Members  Blair,  Griswold  and  Hillan;  Absent:  Member  Sustarich). 

6.  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Criteria.  The  Committee  shall  continue  to  discuss  redefining  landmark  tree 
evaluation  criteria  and  discuss  criteria  used  in  other  jurisdictions.  (Continued  from  the  December  11,  2007 
Meeting)  (Explanatory  Documents:  Original  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Criteria  (Word) 

http://webl.sfgov.oig/site/uploadedfnes/sfcnvironment/meetings/ufc  landmarktree/supporting/2007/LandmarkTreeCriteria.doc  Evaluation  Criteria 
Revised  050307  (Word)  http://web i .sfgov.org/site/upioadedfiies/LMTcriterarev50307.doc.  Phvtosphere  Guidelines  for 
Developing  and  Evaluating  Tree  Ordinances  (HTML)  http://www.phvtosphere.com/treeord/heritage.htm  and  Jurisdictions’ 
Criteria  Forms  (PDF) 

http://webl.sfgov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfcnvironment/meetings/ufc  landmarktree/supporting/2007/JurisdictionsC riteriaFormsExamples.pdf) 

(Discussion). 

This  item  was  continued  to  the  May  13,  2008  meeting. 

7 Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  after  Designation.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  shall  discuss 
methods  for  visibly  identifying  trees  that  have  received  landmark  tree  status  (Continued  from  the  December 
1 1,  2007  Meeting)  (Explanatory  Document:  Bench  marker  images  (Word) 

http://webl.sfgov.oig/site/uploadcdfilcs/sfcnvironment/meetings/ufc  landmarktrec/suppoiting/2Q08/lmagesbenchmarkersvisibleidentificationLandmarkTrees.doc 

(Discussion). 

This  item  was  continued  to  the  May  13,  2008  meeting. 

8.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items  (Information  and  Discussion). 

Chair  Boss  inquired  whether  the  most  current  version  of  the  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  is  being  used 
by  staff  as  he  believes  the  forms  were  revised  over  a period  of  time  to  include  staff  input  into  tree  diameter 
and  height.  Chair  Boss  stated  that  he  thought  there  should  be  a correlation  between  the  nomination  and 
evaluation  forms.  Coordinator  Hui  indicated  that  she  accessed  her  form  from  the  Urban  Forestry  Council’s 
folder  of  current  forms  and  explained  that  her  staff  position  does  not  require  her  to  be  an  arborist  and  could 
not  provide  the  measurements  requested.  Chair  Boss  asked  that  this  issue  be  put  on  the  agenda  for  the  next 
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meeting.  Coordinator  Hui  asked  Committee  members  to  bring  explanatory  documents  for  Agenda  Items  6 
and  7 back  to  the  next  meeting  in  order  to  conserve  resources.  Coordinator  Hui  also  reported  that  the 
Landmark  Tree  Map  that  lists  all  landmark  trees  is  now  included  in  the  San  Francisco  Environment 
landmark  tree  page. 

9.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Committee  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Committee’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda.  There  was  no  public  comment  at  this  time. 

10.  Adjournment.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  meeting  adjourned  at  6:28  p.m. 

The  next  Landmark  Tree  Committee  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  May  13,  2008  at  4:00  p.m.,  Room  421, 

City  Hall. 

Approved:  June  10,  2008 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Urban  Forestry  Council 
Landmark  Tree  Committee 

NOTICE  OF  CANCELLED  MEETING 

Tuesday,  May  13,  2008,  4:00  p.m. 
Room  421,  City  Hall 


The  Tuesday,  May  13,  2008,  4:00  p.m.  Regular  Meeting  of  the 

Urban  Forestry  Council’s  Landmark  Tree  Committee  has  been 
CANCELLED.  The  next  Regular  Meeting  is  scheduled  for  Tuesday, 
June  10,  2008  at  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421,  One  Dr.  Carlton 
B.  Goodlett  Place  in  San  Francisco.  An  agenda  will  be  prepared  and 
distributed  at  least  72  hours  prior  to  the  meeting.  If  you  have  any 
questions,  please  contact  the  Council  Secretary  at  (415)  355-3709. 

You  may  also  visit  our  website  at  http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  meeting. asp?id=61 01 2 for 

additional  meeting  information. 

Respectfully  submitted  by, 

Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 

SAN  FRANCISCO 

Posted:  May  7,  2008  PUBLIC  LIBRARY 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Urban  Forestry  Council 
LANDMARK  TREE  COMMITTEE 
Regular  Meeting  Notice  and  Agenda 


DOCUMENTS  DEPT. 


Tuesday,  June  10,  2008,  4:00  p.m. 

City  Hall,  Room  421 
One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA 


JUN  - 5 2008 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


COMMITTEE  MEMBERS:  Mike  Boss  (Chair),  Carolyn  Blair,  Steve  Griswold,  Malcolm  Hillan,  and 
Mark  Sustarich. 

Order  of  Business 

Public  Comment  will  be  heard  before  the  Committee  takes  action  on  any  item. 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  April  8,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Landmark  Tree 
Committee  Regular  Meeting  (Explanatory  Document:  Draft  Minutes  of  the  April  8,  2008 
Regular  Meeting  http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=791 15)  (Discussion  and 
Action). 

3.  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Criteria.  The  Committee  shall  continue  to  discuss  redefining 
landmark  tree  evaluation  criteria  and  discuss  criteria  used  in  other  jurisdictions.  (Continued 
from  the  April  8,  2008  Meeting)  (Explanatory  Documents:  Original  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation 
Criteria  (Word) 

http://web1. sfaov.org/site/uDloadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportina/2007/LandmarkTreeCriteria.doc 
Evaluation  Criteria  Revised  050307  (Word ) http://web1  .sfaov.ora/site/uploadedfiles/LMTcriterarev50307.doc. 
Phytosphere  Guidelines  for  Developing  and  Evaluating  Tree  Ordinances  (HTML) 
http://www.phvtosphere.com/treeord/heritaae.htm  and  Jurisdictions’  Criteria  Forms  (PDF) 

http://web1.sfqov.org/site/uDloadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinas/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2007/JurisdictionsCriteriaFormsExa 

mples.Ddfl  (Discussion). 

4.  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  after  Designation.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee 
shall  discuss  methods  for  visibly  identifying  trees  that  have  received  landmark  tree  status 
(Continued  from  the  April  8,  2008  Meeting)  (Explanatory  Document:  Bench  marker  images 
(Word) 

http://web1.sfaov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinas/ufc  landmarktree/supportina/2008/lmaaesbenchmarkersvisibleide 
ntificationLandmarkT rees.doc)  (DiSCUSSion). 

5.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items  (Information  and  Discussion). 

6.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Committee  on  matters  that  are 
within  the  Committee’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda. 

7.  Adjournment. 

| The  next  Landmark  Tree  Committee  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  July  8,  2008  at  4:00  p.m.,  Room  421 , City  Hall. 


11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.sfenvironment.com 

Telephone  (415)  355-3709  Fax  554-6393  E-mail:  SFUrbanForestCouncil@sfgov.org 


Public  Comment 

At  this  time,  members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Committee  on  items  of  interest  that  are  within  the  subject  matter 
jurisdiction  of  the  Committee  but  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  Public  comment  will  be  taken  following  each  agendized  item. 
Each  member  of  the  public  may  address  the  Committee  for  up  to  three  minutes,  unless  otherwise  announced  by  the  Chair.  If  it 
is  demonstrated  that  the  comments  by  the  public  will  exceed  15  minutes,  the  Chair  may  continue  Public  Comment  to  another 
time  during  the  meeting. 

The  Brown  Act  forbids  the  Committee  from  taking  action  or  discussing  any  item  or  issue  not  appearing  on  the  posted  agenda. 
This  rule  applies  to  issues  raised  in  public  comment  as  well.  In  response  to  public  comment,  not  on  an  agendized  item,  the 
Committee  is  limited  to: 

1 . Briefly  responding  to  statements  made  or  questions  posed  by  members  of  the  public,  or 

2.  Request  staff  to  report  back  on  a matter  at  a subsequent  meeting,  or 

3.  Directing  staff  to  place  the  item  or  issue  on  a future  agenda  (Government  Code  Section  54954.2(a).) 

Disability  Access 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  Landmark  Tree  Committee  meetings  will  be  held  in  Room  421,  City  Hall,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett 
Place,  San  Francisco,  CA.  The  Committee  meeting  room  is  wheelchair  accessible.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is 
the  Civic  Center  Station  at  United  Nations  Plaza  and  Market  Street.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  #42 
Downtown  Loop,  and  #71  Haight/Noriega  and  the  F Line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness  and  the  Metro  Stations  at  Van  Ness  and 
Market  and  at  Civic  Center.  For  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  923-6142.  There  is  accessible 
curbside  parking  adjacent  to  City  Hall  on  Grove  Street  and  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Veterans  Building  at 
401  Van  Ness  Avenue  adjacent  to  Davies  Hall  and  the  War  Memorial  Complex. 

The  following  services  are  available  on  request  48  hours  prior  to  the  meeting;  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the 
deadline  shall  be  4:00  p.m.  of  the  last  business  day  of  the  preceding  week:  For  American  sign  language  interpreters  or  the 
use  of  a reader  during  a meeting,  a sound  enhancement  system,  and/or  alternative  formats  of  the  agenda  and  minutes,  please 
contact  Monica  Fish  at  (415)  355-3709  to  make  arrangements  for  the  accommodation.  Late  requests  will  be  honored,  if 
possible. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various 
chemical  based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals.  Individuals  with  chemical  sensitivity  or 
related  disabilities  should  call  the  Mayor’s  Office  on  Disability  at  (415)  554-6789  or  (415)  554-6799  (TTY)  for  additional 
information. 


Know  Your  Rights  Under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and 
other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are 
conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review.  For  more  information  on  your  rights 
under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  Frank 
Darby,  Jr.,  Sunshine  Task  Force  Administrator,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA 
94102-4683  at  Phone  No.:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax  No.:  (415)  554-7854;  E-mail:  sotf@sfaov.orQ.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine 
Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Task  Force,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City's 
website  at  www.sfoov.orQ. 


Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the 
San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  & Governmental  Conduct  Code  §2.100,  et.  seq]  to  register  and  report 
lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at:  25  Van  Ness 
Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  252-3100,  fax  (415)  252-3112;  web  site  at 
www.sfQov.orq/ethics. 


Other  Important  Information 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this  meeting. 
Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or 
use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 


Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  Department  of  Environment,  11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco, 
California  between  the  hours  of  9 a.m.  and  5 p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department  of  Environment’s  webpage: 
http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  meetinq.asp?id=61012  (by  following  the  links  by  each  agenda  item),  by  following  the 
links  by  each  agenda  item  above,  or,  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415- 
355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at  Monica.Fish@Sfgov.org  within  three  business  days  of  a meeting.  Explanatory  documents  that  are 
received  after  posting  of  this  agenda  will  be  available  on  the  website  or  by  request  to  the  Council  Secretary  at  the  contact 
information  listed  above. 

When  bringing  handouts  to  meetings,  please  photocopy  on  both  sides  of  the  paper  and  try  to  use  post-consumer  recycled  or  tree- 
free  paper.  Also,  please  bring  sufficient  copies  of  handouts  for  both  the  Commission  and  the  public. 


Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 

TEL:  (415)  355-3709;  FAX:  415-554-6393 

Posted:  June  3,  2008 
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San  Francisco  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Criteria  for  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation 


Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  Section  810,  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  has 
developed  these  criteria  for  evaluating  potential  landmark  trees  in  San  Francisco. 

When  evaluating  or  considering  potential  landmark  trees,  please  consider  the  context  of  the  tree  within 
its  site  location.  For  example,  a tree  on  PUC  land  may  not  have  the  same  community  importance  that  a 
street  or  park  tree  would. 

Rare:  Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco!  Also  consider  rarity  in  California,  North  America,  world. 

Size:  Notable  size  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species. 

Age:  Significantly  advanced  age  (known  or  estimated). 

Historical  association:  Related  to  a historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 

Ethnic  appreciation:  Particular  value  to  certain  ethnic  groups  in  neighborhood  or  city. 

Neighborhood  appreciation:  Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor 
gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or  related  to  tree,  etc. 

Planting  defines  neighborhood  character:  Contributes  to  neighborhood  aesthetic. 

Profiled  in  a publication  or  other  media:  Tree  has  received  print,  internet,  video  media  coverage. 
High  traffic  area:  High  visibility,  possible  traffic  calming  effect. 

Low  tree  density:  Tree  exists  in  a neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 

Extends  between  multiple  properties:  High  visibility,  multiple  neighbors  share  tree. 

Accessible  from  public  right-of-way:  High  visibility. 

Important  wildlife  habitat:  Wildlife  shelter  and/or  food  (observed  or  potential). 

Interdependent  group  of  trees:  This  tree  forms  a supercanopy  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse 
impact  on  adjacent  trees. 

Erosion  control:  Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 

Wind  or  sound  barrier:  Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise 
Prominent  landscape  feature:  A striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Character  defining  form:  Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  particular  species. 

Tree  condition:  Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a hazard. 
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URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 

CRITERIA  FOR  LANDMARK  TREE  EVALUATION  (DRAFT) 


Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  Section  810,  the  UFC  has  developed  these  criteria 
for  evaluating  potential  landmark  trees  in  San  Francisco.  When  evaluating  or  considering  potential 
landmark  trees,  please  consider  the  context  of  the  tree  within  its  site  location.  For  example,  a tree  on  PUC 
land  may  not  have  the  same  community  importance  that  a street  or  park  tree  would.  Use  comment  sections, 
as  appropriate,  to  explain  or  support  evaluation.  Attach  sheets  if  more  space  is  needed. 

Rarity:  Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco.  Also  consider  rarity  in  San  Francisco  (region  or 
ecological  zone). 

Size:  Notable  size  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species. 

Age:  Significantly  advanced  in  age  for  this  species. 

Historical  Association:  Related  to  a historic  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 

Cultural  appreciation:  Particular  value  to  certain  cultural,  ethnic  or  religious  group  in  the  city. 

Neighborhood  appreciation:  Multiple  neighbors  appreciate  tree  as  shown  by  indicators  such  as 
letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or  related  to  tree,  etc. 

Tree  ? neighborhood  character:  Tree  contributes  significantly  to  neighborhood  aesthetic. 

Prominent  landscape  feature:  A striking,  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Profiled  in  a publication  or  other  media:  Tree  has  received  print,  internet,  video  media 
coverage. 

Traffic  calming  value:  Tree  is  located  in  an  area  that  has  a high  volume  of  vehicular,  pedestrian 
or  bike  traffic  and  has  a potential  traffic  calming  effect. 

Low  tree  density:  Tree  exists  in  a neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 

Visible  or  Accessible  from  public  right-of-way.  High  visibility  and/or  access  from  public 
property. 

Important  wildlife  habitat:  This  type  of  tree  has  a know  relationship  with  a particular  wildlife 
species  or  it  provides  food,  shelter,  or  nesting  to  specific  known  wildlife  individuals. 

Interdependent  group  of  trees:  This  tree  is  an  integral  member  of  a group  of  trees,  and 
removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on  adjacent  trees. 

Erosion  control:  Tree  prevents  soil  erosion 

Wind  or  sound  barrier:  Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise 
Character-defining  form:  Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  particular  species. 


Tree  condition:  Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a hazard 
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Return  to  Provision  31 


Guidelines  for  Developing  and 

i Evaluating  Tree  Ordinances 


Defining  special  trees:  heritage,  historic,  and  landmark  trees 


As  noted  in  our  discussion  of  provision  3 1 , individual  trees  may  be  considered  important  community 
resources  because  of  unique  or  noteworthy  characteristics  or  values.  Such  trees  have  been  described  in 
ordinances  as  heritage,  historic,  landmark,  legacy,  special  interest,  significant,  or  specimen  trees  or 
various  permutations  of  these  terms  (e.g.,  heritage  oak,  exceptional  specimen  tree).  In  some  ordinances, 
trees  are  simply  labeled  protected  trees  (i.e.,  trees  afforded  protection  by  the  ordinance).  Regardless  of 
the  term  used,  the  concept  is  the  same:  trees  with  certain  characteristics  are  singled  out  for  special 
consideration  in  the  ordinance.  Most  commonly,  one  or  more  of  the  following  criteria  are  used  to  define 
a special  status  tree: 

Size  - Some  component  of  tree  size,  most  frequently  trunk  diameter,  may  be  used  to  define  a special 
status  tree.  Most  commonly,  a given  diameter  at  4.5  ft  above  grade  (i.e.,  diameter  at  breast  height  or 
DBH)  is  used  as  the  size  standard.  Additional  rules  are  typically  needed  to  handle  trees  that  are  multi- 
trunked or  branch  below  4.5  ft.  Because  the  relationships  between  DBH  and  canopy  spread  or  DBH  and 
tree  age  vary  by  species,  different  tree  diameter  standards  may  be  applied  to  different  species. 

Although  a tree  diameter  standard  is  fairly  objective,  the  threshold  diameter  is  often  set  more  or  less 
arbitrarily.  As  such,  management  decisions  based  solely  on  a threshold  diameter  may  not  be  particularly 
logical.  For  example,  if  the  threshold  diameter  for  protecting  a tree  is  24  inches  DBH,  a tree  with  a 
diameter  of  23.9  inches  would  be  ignored,  even  though  it  might  have  a greater  canopy  spread  than  a tree 
with  a larger  DBH.  Furthermore,  the  measurement  of  DBH  with  standard  equipment  such  as  diameter 
tapes  or  calipers  is  subject  to  errors  related  to  trunk  or  bark  irregularities  and  minor  shifts  in  the  location 
of  the  measuring  device.  A tree  with  a DBH  measured  as  24.2  inches  by  one  observer  could  be  measured 
at  23.5  inches  by  another  observer.  These  problems  are  minimized  when  small  threshold  diameters  (e.g., 
3 inches)  are  used. 

Other  components  of  tree  size,  such  as  maximum  canopy  spread  or  height,  may  also  be  considered 
independently  or  in  conjunction  with  tree  diameter.  The  National  Register  of  Big  Trees,  maintained  by 
American  Forests,  uses  a point  system  to  rate  tree  size.  Points  for  each  tree  are  calculated  by  summing 
trunk  circumference  (at  4.5  ft)  in  inches,  tree  height  in  feet,  and  one-quarter  of  the  average  crown  spread 
in  feet.  This  system  is  used  to  determine  "champion"  trees  for  each  species.  Some  ordinances  expressly 
confer  special  tree  status  on  state  or  national  champion  trees.  More  local  "champion"  trees  could  be 
defined  using  the  same  methods. 

Species  - Special  status  may  be  conferred  only  to  certain  species  of  trees.  Special  status  trees  are  often, 
but  not  always,  important  locally  native  species  or  trees  that  are  associated  with  the  character  of  a 
community.  Certain  species  that  are  relatively  rare  in  an  area,  whether  native  or  not,  may  also  be  granted 
special  status.  In  some  cases,  species  is  used  to  specifically  exempt  certain  trees  from  special  status 
regardless  of  size.  For  instance,  weedy  trees  such  as  tree-of-heaven  (Ailanthus  altissima ) or  trees  used 
for  commercial  purposes  (e.g.,  fruit  trees,  plantation  lumber  or  pulp  trees)  may  be  excluded  from 
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consideration  as  special  status  trees.  Unless  interspecific  hybrids  are  present  in  an  area  or  the  taxonomy 
of  a species  changes,  species  is  probably  the  most  objective  criterion  used  in  defining  special  status 
trees. 

Age  - Especially  old  trees  are  a link  to  the  past,  so  many  definitions  of  special  status  trees  include  age  as 
a criterion.  In  practice,  tree  age  is  fairly  difficult  to  determine  in  standing  trees  unless  documentation  of 
tree  age  exists  from  historical  accounts,  photographs,  or  associations  with  historical  structures.  Tree  age 
is  sometimes  inferred  from  tree  size,  especially  DBH.  However,  the  relationship  between  age  and  DBH 
varies  with  species,  site  quality,  management  history,  and  other  factors,  so  DBH  is  usually  only  a crude 
estimator  of  tree  age.  Determining  age  by  increment  boring  is  theoretically  possible,  but  is  potentially 
damaging  to  the  tree  and  is  fraught  with  difficulties  if  trees  are  large,  have  very  hard  wood,  or  are 
decayed  in  the  center. 

Historic  significance  - A tree  may  be  associated  with  a notable  local  or  regional  historical  event, 
person,  structure,  or  landscape.  Almost  every  tree  that  has  been  around  for  a while  has  some  historical 
significance,  whether  it  is  recognized  or  not.  Determining  whether  the  historical  significance  of  a given 
tree  is  sufficiently  notable  is  therefore  a subjective  matter.  Historic  tree  status  is  typically  granted  by  a 
governing  (e.g.,  city  council)  or  advisory  body  (e.g.,  tree  commission).  Some  ordinances  automatically 
confer  historic  status  on  trees  designated  as  historical  landmarks  by  certain  other  organizations  (e.g., 
historical  societies).  In  addition,  ordinances  may  assign  special  status  to  trees  dedicated  or  planted  as 
public  memorials. 

Ecological  value  - All  trees  serve  a variety  of  ecological  functions.  Certain  trees  or  groups  of  trees  may 
have  especially  high  ecological  value  because  of  their  location,  size,  species,  and/or  condition.  For 
example,  a given  tree  may  be  an  important  roost,  nesting  site,  or  food  source  for  certain  wildlife  species; 
it  may  be  situated  in  a site  where  it  plays  a critical  role  in  stabilizing  soil  or  providing  shade  needed  by 
other  plant  or  animal  species;  it  may  be  an  important  genetic  resource  for  a local  tree  population  or  the 
species  as  a whole.  Input  from  trained  biologists  and  ecologists  may  be  necessary  to  document  particular 
ecological  values  that  may  not  be  obvious  to  the  general  public. 

Aesthetics  - Since  beauty  is  in  the  eye  of  the  beholder,  assigning  special  status  on  the  basis  of  aesthetics 
is  always  highly  subjective.  A tree  may  have  special  aesthetic  value  due  to  its  form,  whether  it  is 
especially  perfect  and  symmetrical  or  notably  craggy  and  idiosyncratic.  Also,  the  function  that  a tree 
serves  in  a landscape  may  be  sufficient  to  justify  special  status;  for  example,  a landmark  pair  of  trees 
that  frame  an  entrance.  In  the  absence  of  other  noteworthy  characteristics,  it  may  be  contentious  to  base 
special  status  upon  aesthetics  alone. 

Location  - Trees  in  particular  locations  may  be  accorded  special  status  in  recognition  of  the  important 
aesthetic  or  ecological  functions  that  they  serve.  Proximity  to  a thoroughfare  can  be  used  to  classify  a 
tree  as  a street  tree,  which  may  be  accorded  special  status  whether  or  not  it  is  in  the  public  right-of-way 
or  is  under  public  or  private  care.  Trees  located  along  or  within  a set  distance  from  watercourses  may 
also  be  give  special  status  due  to  their  importance  in  stabilizing  streambanks  or  providing  shaded 
riverine  habitat.  In  some  cases,  the  location  of  a tree  is  considered  in  conjunction  with  size  or  species 
parameters. 

Required  plantings  and  retained  trees  - If  trees  are  have  been  preserved  or  planted  as  a requirement  of 
development,  the  community  has  a vested  interest  to  ensure  that  the  trees  are  protected.  The  purpose  of 
planting  and  tree  retention  is  to  develop  mature  tree  canopy,  and  this  cannot  occur  if  the  subject  trees  are 
eliminated,  ruined  by  topping  or  other  poor  maintenance  practices,  or  replaced  frequently  with  young 
trees.  By  explicitly  providing  special  status  to  such  trees  in  the  ordinance,  a jurisdiction  may  be  able  to 
provide  a higher  level  of  regulatory  protection  to  such  trees  and  increase  the  penalties  associated  with 
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unauthorized  damage  to  or  removal  of  the  tree. 

Other  unique  characteristics  - This  grab-bag  term  may  be  added  to  the  list  of  criteria  used  to  designate 
special  status  trees  because  it  is  difficult  to  anticipate  all  possible  situations  of  significance.  For 
example,  a given  tree  may  become  a local  or  regional  cultural  icon  due  to  an  event  or  apparition  that  is 
associated  with  it.  This  criterion  will  again  be  subjective  and  typically  may  be  invoked  through  the 
approval  of  a governing  body. 

Because  each  criterion  above  has  clear  limitations  and  difficulties,  most  definitions  include  a 
combination  of  criteria.  The  following  definition  include  examples  of  many  of  the  criteria  discussed 
above. 


Protected  tree  includes  all  of  the  following: 

(1) Private  protected  tree  means  any  tree  with  a DBH  of  six  inches  or 
more  located  on  any  lot  within  twenty  feet  of  a street  right-of-way  (including 
an  approved  private  street  or  other  access  easement)  or  a tree  with  a DBH  of 
eight  inches  or  more  located  within  ten  feet  of  any  other  property  line,  or  a 
tree  with  a DBH  of  twelve  inches  or  more  located  elsewhere  on  the  lot. 

(2) Public  protected  tree  means  any  tree  located  on  lands  owned  by  the 
city,  or  other  governmental  agencies  or  authorities,  or  any  land  upon  which 
easements  are  imposed  for  the  benefit  of  the  city,  or  other  governmental 
agencies  or  authorities,  or  upon  which  other  ownership  control  may  be 
exerted  by  the  city,  or  other  governmental  agencies  or  authorities,  including 
rights-of-way,  parks,  public  areas  and  easements  for  drainage,  sewer,  water 
and  other  public  utilities,  with: 

(i)  A DBH  of  six  inches  or  more  located  within  a city  or  other 
governmental  right-of-way,  or 

(ii)  A DBH  of  six  inches  or  more  and  located  on  any  lot  within 
twenty  feet  of  a street  right-of-way,  or 

(iii)  A DBH  of  eight  inches  or  more  located  on  any  lot  within  ten 
feet  of  any  other  property  line,  or 

(iv)  A DBH  of  twelve  inches  or  more  located  elsewhere  on  the 
lot. 

(3)  Exceptional  specimen  tree  means  any  tree  which  is  determined  by  the 
City  Council  to  be  of  unique  and  intrinsic  value  to  the  general  public  because 
of  its  size,  age,  historic  association  or  ecological  value  or  any  tree 
designated  a Florida  State  Champion,  United  States  Champion  or  World 
Champion  by  the  American  Forestty  Association.  The  Chief  shall  keep  a 
record  of  all  specimen  trees  so  designated  and  their  location. 

[Jacksonville,  FL:  Ordinance  code  Title  XVII,  Section  656.1203bb] 

As  noted  in  provision  31,  special  tree  status  is  best  targeted  at  individual  trees,  typically  in  areas  that  do 
not  have  natural  stands  of  trees.  When  stands  of  trees  or  patches  of  forest  or  woodland  are  the  topic  of 
concern,  the  approach  described  in  provision  32  (forest  and  woodland  conservation)  may  be  more 
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Overview  of  other  tree  preservation  programs  for  Landmark  Tree  Committee  Meeting 


Other  cities  tend  to  have  two  types  of  Landmark/Heritage/Historic  tree  programs: 

1 . All  tree  of  a certain  type,  size  or  size  and  type  combined,  are  landmarked  automatically 

2.  Similar  to  ours,  set  of  criteria  and  each  tree  is  judged  on  an  individual  basis.  Sometimes 
this  is  a public  process,  like  ours,  sometimes  it  a process  internal  to  whatever  department 
or  agency  administers. 

Milpitas  asks  for  physical  description  and  historical  association. 

Vancouver  asks  if  the  tree  is  distinctive  in  size,  species,  location,  beauty,  historic  association, 
function. 

Singapore  has  an  online  form  and  asks  for  a “brief  description”  including  species,  size  and  age. 
They  have  another  box  where  a person  can  add  “other  reasons  for  nomination/other  comments.” 

Mountain  View  is  by  size  as  well  as  three  species,  which  they  list  by  genus  only.  Quercus, 
Sequoia,  Cedrus. 

Palo  Alto  protects  Coast  Live  and  Valley  Oaks  of  certain  size. 

Utah  (state  program)  asks  for  size  and  historic  association. 

Whangarei,  New  Zealand  asks  for  similar  information  to  our  program:  form,  rarity,  health, 
physical  and  ecological  contribution  provided  by  the  tree,  age,  size,  public  accessibility,  group 
interdependency,  the  role  it  plays  in  the  setting  in  which  it  grows,  climactic  influences,  a 
landscape  feature,  historic  association,  if  it  has  significant  scientific  or  botanical  context. 

Atherton  designates  trees  in  preservation  areas,  Quercus  lobata  (Valley),  agrifolia  (Coast  Live), 
douglasii  (Blue).  They  designate  some  trees  as  trees  which  will  not  be  considered  and  they  don’t’ 
really  give  a list  of  what  qualifies,  though  they  do  say  that  these  trees  are  important  because  they 
are  essential  to  health,  welfare  and  quality  of  life  of  the  citizens  of  Atherton  and  that  they:  are 
beautiful,  provide  ecological  benefits,  prevent  erosion,  protect  against  flood  and  landslides, 
reduce  pollution,  absorb  noise,  climate  control,  reduce  wind. 

Tennessee  (state  program)  has  Landmark  and  Historic  trees.  Landmark  trees  must  either  be  an 
establish  and  recognized  community  feature  that’s  more  than  50  years  old  OR  planted  as  a 
memorial  for  an  individual,  group,  event,  or  cause  and  be  more  than  50  years  old.  Historic  trees 
must  have  been  a “direct  witness”  to  some  important  event. 

Lake  Oswego,  Oregon  indicates  that  a tree  is  a Heritage  tree  if  it  is  special  because  of  its  size  or 
age  and  that  it  must  be  healthy. 

Stockton,  three  oak  species  are  automatically  landmarked  if  they  reach  a certain  size. 
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Lake  Forest  Park,  Washington  asks  for  outstanding  age,  size  or  specimen,  rarity,  historical 
association  interdependency,  wildlife  habitat. 

Jacksonville,  Florida  designates  trees  of  certain  sizes  combined  with  proximity  to  public  rights  of 
way  or  property  lines,  and  trees  deemed  “exceptional”  by  the  City  Council  due  to  it’s  age,  size, 
historical  or  ecological  value.  Also  trees  deemed  “Champion”  by  the  American  Forestry 
Association. 


City  of  Milpitas 


HERITAGE  TREE  PROGRAM 
NOMINATION  FORM 


The  City  of  Milpitas  Heritage  Tree  Program  is  established  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  City  of  Milpitas  Municipal  Code,  Chapter  2 - Tree  and  Planting, 
Section  X-2-4,  Permits  Required,  to  help  increase  public  awareness  of  the  important 
contribution  of  trees  to  the  residents  of  Milpitas.  The  goals  of  the  program  are  to 
recognize  and  designate  individual  trees  or  groves  of  trees  to  promote  appreciation 
of  the  trees  and  their  benefit  to  the  community,  and  to  nurture  and  protect  the  trees 
as  part  of  the  city's  heritage.  Please  submit  the  completed  form  to  the  following 
address: 


City  of  Milpitas 
Public  Works  Department 
1265  North  Milpitas  Blvd. 

Milpitas,  CA  95035 

ATTN:  Heritage  Tree  Nomination 

1.  TREE  NOMINATOR: 


Name 

Address  

City State Zip_ 

Phone Fax 

Email  address 

2.  TREE  OWNER: 

Name  

Address 

City State  Zip 

Phone _Fax 

Email  address_ 


Public  Works  Department 
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Phone:  408-586-2601 
Fax:  408-586-2610 


City  of  Milpitas 

HERITAGE  TREE  PROGRAM 
NOMINATION  FORM 


below. 


4.  NAME  OF  TREE(S) 

Botanical  Name: 

Common  Name: 


5.  LOCATION  OF  THE  TREE(S) 

The  Tree  is  located  on Private  Property  or  on . ^Public  Property 


(check  one) 
Address  of  property  where  the  tree  is  located  _ 


Attach  a site  map  indicating  the  tree's  precise  location. 


6. 


PHYSICAL  DESCRIPTION 

Age 

Diameter  at  breast  height  _ 
Health  and  Condition, 


Date  Planted 

Canopy  Spread 


Public  Works  Department 
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Phone:  408-586-2601 
Fax:  408-586-2610 


City  of  fVSiBpitas 


HERITAGE  TREE  PROGRAM 
NOMINATION  FORM 


7.  HISTORY  AND  SIGNIFICANCE  OF  TREE(S) 

Provide  a brief  account  of  the  history  of  the  tree  or  group  of  trees.  Include  all 
the  important  dates,  people,  events,  legends  and/or  activities  associated  with 
the  tree(s).  Please  list  who  planted  the  tree  and  when  (if  known),  followed  by 
all  owners,  in  chronological  order,  with  dates  of  ownership  (if  known).  Explain 
the  historical  significance  of  the  tree(s)  to  the  community.  List  any  other 
entities  (organizations  or  agencies)  that  have  recognized  this  tree  as  historic. 
Describe  any  local  recognition  status  given  to  the  tree(s). 


8.  SUPPORTING  DOCUMENTATION 

Please  attach  photographs  of  the  tree(s)  and  the  surrounding  area,  including 
copies  of  any  available  historic  photos.  Please  include  close-up  shots  of  the 
tree  as  well  as  photos  giving  an  idea  of  the  tree's  relation  to  its  surroundings. 
All  photos  should  be  identified  and  dated,  and  will  not  be  returned.  Also, 
please  include  any  documentation  of  protective  measures  (if  applicable). 
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Vancouver 


Vancouver  Municipal  Code 

.Return  to  Chanter  20.770  TREE  CONSERVATION 

Section  20.770.120  Heritage  Trees. 

A.  Heritage  tree  inventory. 

1 . The  city  shall  develop  a Heritage  Tree  Inventory  that  shall  satisfy  the  criteria  of  this 
section.  The  initial  inventory  shall  be  the  responsibility  of  the  Urban  Forestry 
Commission  as  established  under  VMC  12.02  and  shall  be  updated  annually  by  the 
Commission.  The  City  Council,  Planning  Commission,  Urban  Forestry  Commission, 
neighborhood  association,  property  owner,  or  any  person  may  recommend  to  the  city 
that  a tree  be  designated  a heritage  tree. 

2.  The  heritage  tree  designation  may  be  applied  to  a tree  or  grove  of  trees. 

3.  The  Urban  Forestry  Commission  shall  process  additions  or  changes  to  the 
inventory  by  means  of  a Type  III  process  as  set  forth  in  Section  20.210.060  VMC.  In 
addition  to  other  required  notice,  the  city  shall  notify  each  property  owner  by  certified  or 
registered  mail  when  a tree  on  the  owner's  property  has  been  proposed  for  designation 
to  the  Heritage  Tree  Inventory.  The  notice  and  a response  form  shall  be  mailed  at  least 
30  calendar  days  prior  to  the  public  hearing.  If  the  owner  of  the  property  objects  to  such 
designation  in  writing  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Commission  prior  to  the  public  hearing  or  at 
the  public  hearing,  the  designation  procedure  shall  not  proceed. 

4.  After  the  commission  completes  its  hearing,  it  shall  add  the  designated  tree(s)  to 
the  Heritage  Tree  Inventory  if  its  meets  the  criteria  found  in  this  subsection  B below. 
Decisions  of  the  Urban  Forestry  Commission  may  be  appealed  by  any  aggrieved  party 
as  set  forth  in  20.210.130  VMC. 


B.  Criteria.  For  any  individual  tree  or  grove  of  trees  to  be  listed  as  a heritage  tree(s),  it 
must  be  in  an  apparently  healthy  growing  condition  and  one  or  more  of  the  following 
exist: 

1 . The  tree  has  a dbh  of  36  inches  or  greater; 

2.  The  tree  is  included  in  the  City  of  Vancouver  Heritage  T ree  Inventory  as 
established  by  the  Urban  Forestry  Commission  based  on  one  or  more  of  the  following 
criteria: 

a.  The  tree  has  a distinctive  size,  shape,  or  location,  or  is  of  a distinctive  species  or  age 
which  warrants  a Heritage  Tree  status;  or 

b.  The  tree  possesses  exceptional  beauty  which  warrants  a Heritage  Tree  status;  or 

c.  The  tree  is  distinctive  due  to  a functional  or  aesthetic  relationship  to  a natural 
resource,  such  as  trees  located  along  stream  banks  or  trees  located  along  ridge  lines; 
or 

d.  The  tree  has  a documented  association  with  a historical  figure,  property,  or 
significant  historical  event. 

3.  A grove  may  be  considered  for  Heritage  Grove  Status  if  it  is  apparently  in  a healthy 
growing  condition  and  one  or  more  of  the  following  criteria: 

a.  The  grove  is  relatively  mature  and  is  of  a rare  or  unusual  nature  containing  trees  that 
are  distinctive  either  due  to  size,  shape,  species  or  age;  or 

b.  The  grove  is  distinctive  due  to  a functional  or  aesthetic  relationship  to  a natural 
resource,  such  as  trees  located  along  stream  banks,  or  trees  located  along  ridge  lines; 
or 

c.  The  grove  has  documented  association  with  a historical  figure,  property,  or 
significant  historical  event. 


C.  Heritage  trees  development  review. 


1 . When  development  is  proposed  for  property  which  contains  a heritage  tree,  and  the 
planning  official  determines  that  the  proposed  development  may  affect  a heritage  tree, 
the  property  owner  must  have  a tree  preservation  plan  prepared  by  a qualified  arborist 
demonstrating  how  the  heritage  tree  will  be  protected  and  preserved.  A heritage  tree 
shall  be  preserved  unless  the  Urban  Forestry  Commission  determines  that  the  tree  may 
be  removed  based  on  the  criteria  for  heritage  tree  removal  found  in  Subsection  (D)(1) 
below. 

2.  A tree  preservation  plan  shall  be  composed  of  the  following: 

a.  A site  plan  indicating  the  location  of  heritage  trees. 

b.  The  methods  to  be  used  to  preserve  the  heritage  trees. 

c.  If  a heritage  tree  is  proposed  for  removal,  a narrative  statement  outlining  the  reasons 
why  the  heritage  tree  should  be  removed  from  the  inventory. 

d.  A mitigation  plan  indicating  the  replacement  trees  or  additional  new  trees  to  be 
placed  on  the  site.  The  mitigation  plan  should  demonstrate,  to  the  extent  possible,  that 
the  character  of  the  site  will  not  substantially  change  as  the  result  of  development. 

3.  Site  design  adjustments  may  be  allowed  in  some  cases,  as  follows: 

a.  The  planning  official  may  grant  a variance  to  front,  side,  and/or  rear  yard  setback 
standards  by  up  to  20%  to  retain  a heritage  tree(s).  The  adjustment  shall  be  the 
minimum  necessary  to  accomplish  preservation  of  trees  on  site  and  shall  not  conflict 
with  the  City  Adopted  Building  Code  or  other  adopted  ordinances  or  conditions  placed 
on  the  property. 

b.  The  planning  official  may  grant  a 10%  variance  to  the  lot  size  and/or  a ten  percent 
variance  to  the  lot  width  and/or  lot  depth  standards  in  approving  a short  plat  or  other 
land  division  if  necessary  to  retain  heritage  trees.  The  planning  official  may  accept  a 
preliminary  plat  application  and  recommend  approval  to  the  hearing  body  of  a plat  that 


provides  for  similar  variance  to  lot  size,  width  and  depth  standards  if  necessary  to  retain 
heritage  trees. 

D.  Removal  of  a heritage  tree. 

1 . Except  for  the  provisions  in  Section  20.770.030  VMC,  no  person  may  cut  or  remove 
a heritage  tree  without  obtaining  approval  from  the  Urban  Forestry  Commission.  The 
tree  removal  permit  shall  be  approved  if  one  of  the  criteria  is  satisfied: 

a.  Retention  of  the  tree  would  make  reasonable  use  of  the  property  allowed  under  the 
current  zoning  impractical  or  impossible  in  that  the  development  would  not  be  allowed  to 
meet  the  maximum  density  allowed  by  the  applicable  zoning. 

b.  The  removal  is  necessary  to  accommodate  a new  improveinent,  structure  or 
remodeled  structure,  and  no  alternative  exists  for  relocation  of  the  improvement  on  the 
site,  or  that  variances  to  setback  provisions  of  this  Title  will  not  allow  the  tree  to  be 
saved  or  will  cause  other  undesirable  circumstances  on  the  site  or  adjacent  properties. 

c.  The  tree  is  hazardous,  diseased  or  storm  damaged  and  poses  a threat  to  the  health, 
safety  or  welfare  of  the  public. 

d.  The  tree  has  lost  its  importance  as  a heritage  tree  due  to  damage  from  natural  or 
accidental  causes,  or  is  no  longer  of  historic  or  natural  significance. 

e.  The  tree  needs  to  be  removed  to  accomplish  a public  purpose  and  no  practical 
alternative  exists. 

2.  The  limb  structure,  or  crown,  of  a heritage  tree  may  be  pruned  in  any  one-year 
period  without  obtaining  approval  from  the  Urban  Forestry  Commission,  provided  that  at 
least  80%  of  the  existing  tree  crown  remains  undisturbed. 

3.  Any  person  who  wishes  to  prune  a heritage  tree  in  excess  of  20%  of  the  existing 
crown  shall  obtain  approval  from  the  Urban  Forestry  Commission  subject  to  the 
following  conditions: 


a.  The  protected  tree  shall  be  pruned  following  acceptable  arboricultural  standards. 


b.  The  tree  shall  be  pruned  in  a manner  that  ensures  safety  to  public  and  private 
property  and  shall  be  done  by  a qualified  arborist. 

c.  Any  other  conditions  necessary  to  ensure  compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
community  development  plan. 


Singapore 


Nominate  A Heritage  Tree 
About  the  Heritage  Trees  Scheme  in  Singapore 

The  Heritage  Trees  Scheme  serves  to  identify,  recognise  and  conserve  majestic  individual  trees  in  our  landscape.  Only 
trees  endorsed  by  the  Heritage  Trees  Panel  would  be  accepted  as  Heritage  Trees.  The  criteria  for  endorsement  of  a 
Heritage  tree  include  a girth  size  of  5m,  rarity  of  species,  aesthetic,  historical  significance,  cultural  reason,  social  and 
educational  value. 

It  may  take  you  about  five  to  ten  minutes  to  fill  in  this  form.  Any  sketches,  plans  or  photos  of  the  tree  you 
wish  to  nominate  will  help  to  expediate  your  nomination  process. 


Information  of  Nominated  iree 


Location  of  tree  * 


If  there  are  sketches,  plans  or  photos  you  wish  to  send  us,  please  click  here  to  send  a direct  email 
attachment  of  your  document(s). 


If  you  prefer  mail  or  fax  option,  please  print  this  page  and  have  your  entries  mailed/faxed  to  : 

Secretariat 
Heritage  Trees  Panel 
c/o  National  Parks  Board 

Parks  Management  (or  should  change  to  Operations  Department?) 
Headquarters  (Raffles  Building) 

Singapore  Botanic  Gardens 
1 Cluny  Road,  Singapore  259569 
Fax:  65  (6762  1383) 


Mountain  View,  CA 


How  do  I know  if  I have  a Heritage  tree? 

Mountain  View’s  City  Code  defines  a “Heritage  Tree”  as  any  tree  that  has  a trunk  with  a circumference  of 
forty-eight  inches  (48")  or  more  measured  at  fifty-four  inches  (54")  above  natural  grade.  Three  species, 
quercus  (oak),  sequoia  (redwood)  or  cedrus  (cedar)  are  considered  "Heritage"  if  they  have  a 
circumference  of  twelve  inches  (12")  measured  at  fifty-four  inches  (54")  above  natural  grade. 


What  responsibility  do  I have  if  there  is  a Heritage  tree  on  my  property? 

Mountain  View’s  ordinance  states  that  if  you  own  or  control  real  property  in  the  City,  you  are  responsible 
for  maintaining  and  preserving  all  Heritage  trees  in  a state  of  good  health.  It  is  against  the  City  ordinance 
to  willfully  injure,  damage,  destroy,  move  or  remove  a Heritage  tree  unless  granted  a removal  permit  by 
the  City. 


How  do  I obtain  a removal  application  for  a Heritage  Tree? 

You  can  obtain  an  "Application  for  Heritage  Tree  Removal  Permit"  by  doing  one  of  the  following  steps: 

• Contact  the  Forestry  Division  (650)  903-6273 

• Send  an  email  at  Darks@mountainview.gov  (the  form  is  available  as  a PDF). 

• Download  and  print  Heritage  Tree  Application 

There  are  no  fees  associated  with  the  permit  process. 


What  information  is  required  on  the  application? 

A completed  application  will  provide  staff  with  contact  information  as  well  as  the  number,  species,  size 
and  exact  location  of  the  tree(s)  involved.  You’ll  also  need  to  provide  a brief  statement  on  the  application 
of  the  reason(s)  for  the  requested  action. 


What  happens  after  I submit  an  application? 

Staff  will  review  the  application,  make  a site  visit  to  evaluate  the  tree(s)  and  make  a decision  on  the 
application.  Typically,  notice  of  the  decision  will  be  posted  on  the  tree  for  a ten  (10)  day  period  and 
mailed  to  the  property  owner.  If  there  are  no  appeals  to  the  decision,  the  removal  permit  will  be  issued  by 
the  City. 


What  is  the  appeal  process? 

Any  person  aggrieved  or  affected  by  a decision  to  remove  or  deny  removal  of  a Heritage  tree  may  appeal 
the  decision  during  the  ten  (10)  day  posting  period.  A letter  stating  the  reason(s)  for  the  appeal  must  be 
submitted  to  the  City  Clerk’s  Office.  There  is  a Fifteen  Dollar  ($1 5)  fee  for  filing  an  appeal.  An  appeal 
automatically  stops  any  action  on  the  tree  until  the  Urban  Forestry  Board  hears  the  appeal  at  a public 
meeting.  The  Board’s  decision  on  an  appeal  is  final. 


What  happens  once  a removal  permit  has  been  issued? 

A Heritage  Tree  Removal  Permit  is  valid  for  up  to  two  (2)  years  from  date  of  issue.  After  the  tree(s)  is 
removed,  the  owner  is  typically  required  to  plant  a new  24-inch  box  tree(s)  or  pay  an  in-lieu  fee  of  two 
hundred  fifty  dollars  ($250)  to  the  City  of  Mountain  View  for  each  tree  removed.  These  funds  are  used  to 
plant  new  trees  in  City  parks,  medians  and  public  areas.  The  property  owner  may  choose  the 
replacement  species  and  planting  location  for  the  new  tree(s). 


What  if  I have  additional  questions? 

If  you  would  like  more  information  about  Mountain  View’s  Heritage  Tree  Ordinance  (Chapter  32  Article  II) 
or  have  questions  about  street  trees,  you  can  contact  the  Forestry  Division  at  (650)  903-6273  or  by  e-mail 
at  Darks@mountainview.oov 


Palo  Alto,  CA 


Heritage  Tree  Ordinance 

Canopy's  Summary  of  Palo  Alto  Ordinance  No.  4362 

The  following  summary  is  intended  to  merely  outline  the  main  points  of  the 
ordinance.  It  is  not  legal  advice,  nor  has  the  wording  of  this  summary  been 
reviewed  by  City  staff.  If  you  think  you  may  be  affected  by  the  ordinance,  you 
should  read  the  official  wording  in  its  entirety.  You  may  request  a copy  from 
the  City  Clerk's  office.  The  full  text  is  also  available  here. 

What  Trees  are  Protected? 

• All  Coast  Live  Oaks  (Quercus  agrifolia)  1 1 .5"  or  greater  in  diameter 
(measured  at  54"  above  the  natural  grade  level  - roughly  "chest 
height") 

• All  Valley  Oaks  (Quercus  lobata)  1 1 .5"  or  greater  in  diameter 

• Individual  trees  of  any  size  and  species  which  are  specially  designated 
by  the  City  Council  as  "Heritage  Trees."  To  receive  such  a designation, 
a tree  must  be  an  outstanding  specimen,  especially  old  or  large,  or  of 
distinctive  form,  location,  or  historical  significance.  The  Council  may  be 
asked  to  reverse  its  designation  of  a Heritage  Tree. 


What  Does  "Protected"  Mean? 

The  following  actions  are  illegal: 

• Removing  a protected  tree 

• Damaging  a protected  tree,  for  example,  by  excessive  pruning  or 
overwatering 


Details  are  described  in  the  Tree  Technical  Manual. 

What  is  the  Tree  Technical  Manual? 

The  City  of  Palo  Alto's  Tree  Technical  Manual  provides  details  about  how 
protected  trees  must  be  maintained  and  cared  for  during  building  and 
construction.  It  specifies  particular  practices  for  builders  and  owners  of 
protected  trees.  The  manual  is,  in  essence,  a detailed  extension  of  the 
ordinance. 


What  are  the  Exceptions  for  Removal? 

• A protected  tree  can  be  removed  if  it  is  dead,  dangerous,  or  a nuisance, 
as  attested  by  an  arborist's  report,  submitted  to  the  City  and  paid  for  by 
the  tree  owner. 

• A protected  tree  in  or  very  close  to  the  "building  area"  of  an  approved 
single  family  residence  design  can  be  replaced  by  another  tree. 

• A protected  tree  can  be  removed  if  its  presence  reduces  the  building 
area  of  the  lot  by  more  than  25%. 

How  does  the  Ordinance  Affect  Building  Permit  Applications? 

Building  plans  must  show  protected  trees  on  the  property  and  within  30  feet  of 

it  in  neighboring  yards. 

What  are  the  Penalties  for  Violations? 

• The  City  can  halt  a construction  project. 

• The  City  can  fine  up  to  $5000  or  the  replacement  value  of  a removed 
protected  tree,  whichever  is  greater. 

written  by  Bill  Courington  and  edited  by  Debbie  Mytels 


Mail  completed  form  and  photographs  to: 

Meridith  Perkins,  Urban  Forestry  Coordinator 
Utah  Division  of  Forestry,  Fire  & State  Lands 
P.O.  Box  145703 
Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84114-5703 

Questions  to  Meridith  Perkins  at  (801)  538-5505  or  MeridithPerkins(S)utah.  gov 


Utah  Heritage  Tree  Nomination  Form 

Name  of  Person  Submitting  Nomination 

Address ■ 

Street  City  State  ZIP 

Daytime  Phone  • Email i 

TREE  SPECIES 

I am  nominating  (check  one):  . Individual  Tree  Group  of  Trees 

Common  Name  of  Tree(s) : 

Latin  Name  (if  known) ; . 

MEASUREMENTS 

Estimate  height  in  feet  and  diameter  at  breast  height  (circumference  at  4.5') 

Estimated  Height: feet  Diameter  at  breast  height  (DBH):  

LOCATION  OF  TREEfSI 

Please  be  specific;  use  legal  description,  street  address,  or  other  description 


Name  of  Tree  Owner 


TREE  OWNER 


Street 


City 


State  ZIP  Phone  Number 


HISTORICAL  SIGNIFICANCE 

Please  describe  in  detail  why  this  tree  is  famous  or  unique 


Part  C - Policies  - Heritage  Trees 


14  Heritage  Trees 


14.1  Significant  Issues 

The  damage  and  destruction  of  heritage  trees  can  significantly  affect  the  heritage, 
cultural,  amenity  and  natural  values  of  an  area. 


14.2  Overview 

Trees  serve  as  reminders  of  past  generations  and  their  achievements,  and  provide  a 
sense  of  continuity  and  identity  for  the  community.  As  such,  they  are  a significant 
component  of  the  heritage  and  amenity  values  of  the  District.  This  is  particularly  so  in 
urban  areas  that  are  faced  with  continuous  demand  for  intensive  land  development. 

The  heritage,  amenity  and  natural  values  associated  with  these  trees  makes  many  of 
them  deserving  of  protection.  The  majority  of  these  significant  trees  are  located  on 
private  land.  Several  are  located  in  roads  and  parks  which  are  publicly  owned.  An 
important  factor  in  maintaining  the  unique  heritage  character  of  the  District  is  the 
continued  and  healthy  existence  of  trees  of  heritage  value. 

Trees,  whether  individually  or  collectively,  can  have  a number  of  positive  effects  on 
the  environment.  These  include: 

• A heritage  and  natural  environmental  legacy  we  will  leave  for  future  generations; 

• A pleasant  outlook  for  a site  and  the  surrounding  area,  whether  it  be  in  a 
residential,  commercial  or  industrial  location,  by  softening,  complementing  and 
in  some  instances  contrasting  with  the  built  environment; 

• A safe  habitat  for  birds,  insects  and  other  wildlife; 

• Shelter  from  the  elements  for  humans,  wildlife  and  other  Vulnerable  elements  of 
the  environment; 

• Avoidance  or  mitigation  of  the  effects  of  natural  hazards,  such  as  landslips  and 
erosion; 

• Atmospheric  processes  by  recycling  moisture,  absorbing  carbon  dioxide  and 
giving  off  oxygen,  and  by  settling  and  gathering  airborne  dust. 


14.3  Objectives 

The  protection  and  enhancement  of  trees  that  make  a significant  contribution  to 
heritage  values. 

Explanation  and  Reasons:  Trees  that  possess  heritage  values  contribute  to  the 
identity  of  the  District  and  to  the  well-being  of  the  people  who  reside  here. 
Development  and  other  activities  need  to  avoid  adversely  affecting  these  trees 
and  the  values  associated  with  them. 


> Whangarei  District  Plan 
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14.4  Policies 


14.4.1  Identification 

To  identify  trees  of  heritage  value  to  the  community  in  the  Plan.  Consideration  is 
given  to  the  criteria  set  out  in  Schedule  14A  to  determine  whether  trees  are  worthy 
of  protection: 

Explanation  and  Reasons:  This  policy  reflects  the  need  to  identify  and  protect 
trees  within  the  District  that  possess  heritage  value  to  the  community. 
Identifying  individual  trees  or  stands  of  trees  that  are  significant  by  listing  them 
in  an  appends  and  identifying  them  on  the  Planning  Maps,  will  result  in  greater 
public  awareness  of  the  importance  of  the  trees.  Such  identification  will  also 
provide  increased  opportunities  for  management  and  protection  of  the  heritage 
trees.  It  will  allow  for  voluntary  management  by  landowners  and  enforceable 
rules  regulating  activities  involving  listed  Heritage  Trees.  Trees  of  significance 
to  tangata  whenua  will  be  identified  in  Iwi/Hapu  Environment  Management 
Plans. 


14.4.2  Destruction 

To  ensure  that  no  subdivision,  use  or  development  should  result  in  destruction  of,  or 
adverse  effects  on,  Heritage  Trees,  in  particular  adverse  effects  on: 

• The  long  term  life  of  the  tree; 

• The  heritage  and  amenity  values  of  the  tree. 

Explanation  and  Reasons:  Heritage  Trees  are  an  important  heritage  resource  in 
the  District,  and  as  such  their  destruction,  or  modification  in  any  way,  is  not 
considered  to  be  desirable.  Work  undertaken  on,  or  in  the  vicinity  of,  the  trees 
should  not  endanger  the  trees  or  endanger  people's  health  and  safety. 
Development  in  the  vicinity  of  a heritage  tree  can  detract  from  its  character. 
Therefore,  development  in  the  vicinity  of  a heritage  tree  can  detract  from  its 
character.  Therefore,  development  needs  to  be  undertaken  with  care  and 
sensitivity. 

14.4.3  Trees  of  Significance  to  Tangata  Whenua 

To  ensure  that  subdivision,  use  or  development  does  not  adversely  affect  the  cultural 
values  of  trees  of  significance  to  tangata  whenua. 

Explanation  and  Reasons:  Certain  trees  have  Maori  cultural  value  and  can  be 
tapu.  Certain  trees  were  set  aside  for  specific  cultural  purposes  and  some  of 
these  are  still  standing  today. 

14.4.4  Cross  Boundary  Effects 

To  administer  the  heritage  tree  protection  provisions  in  a manner  which  recognises 
that  works  may  be  required  at  times  to  avoid  significant  loss  of  daylight  to  adjoining 
properties,  and/or  damage  through  falling  branches  and  root  growth;  provided  that 
the  amenity  value  and  health  of  the  tree  is  not  compromised. 

Explanation  and  Reasons:  This  policy  seeks  to  ensure  that  cross-boundary 
effects  as  set  out  in  the  Property  Law  Amendment  Act  1975  are  duly  recognised 
in  administration  of  the  heritage  tree  protection  provisions. 
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14.5  Methods 

14.5.1  Regulatory  Methods 

• Identification  of  Heritage  Trees  on  the  Planning  Maps  (Policy  14.4.1). 

• Resource  Area  rules  relating  to  trimming  and  removal  of  Heritage  Trees  and 
activities  near  Heritage  Trees  (Policy  14.4.2). 

• Resource  consent  conditions  (Policy  14.4.2). 

• Heritage  Orders  (Policy  14.4.2). 

14.5.2  Other  Plans  and  Legislation 

• Identification  of  trees  of  significance  to  tangata  whenua  in  Iwi/Hapu 
Environmental  Management  Plans  (Policy  14.4.3). 

14.5.3  Information,  Education  and  Advocacy 

• Liaison  with  other  organisations  involved  in  resource  management,  for  example: 
Transit  New  Zealand,  the  New  Zealand  Historic  Places  Trust  (Policy  14.4.1). 

• Liaison  with  iwi  authorities  and  tangata  whenua  (Policy  14.4.3). 

• Educate  and  inform  owners  and  the  public  about  the  trees  (Policy  14.4.1). 

• Promote  voluntary  protection  of  Heritage  Trees  through  the  use  of  protective 
covenants  under  the  Historic  Places  Act  1993  (Policy  14.4.1). 

• Provide  guidelines  on  trimming  and  care  of  Heritage  Trees  (Policy  14.4.4). 

14.6  Anticipated  Environmental  Results 

The  following  results  are  expected  to  be  achieved  by  the  foregoing  Objectives, 

Policies  and  Methods.  The  means  of  monitoring  whether  the  Plan  achieves  the 

expected  outcomes  are  set  out  in  the  Whangarei  District  Council  Monitoring  Strategy. 

• The  recognition  and  identification  of  heritage  trees  of  significance  to  the  District. 

• The  protection  of  heritage  trees  to  a level  appropriate  to  their  significance  to  the 
District. 

• Nearby  land  use  and  development  that  is  cognisant  of,  and  sympathetic  to, 
recognised  heritage  trees. 

• The  recognition,  identification  and  protection  of  heritage  trees  of  significance  to 
Maori. 


Whangarei  District  Plan 
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Schedule  14A  - Criteria  for  Heritage  Tree  Classification* 

To  provide  a basis  for  regulatory  measures  to  protect  trees  of  heritage  value,  and  to 
enhance  public  awareness  of  them.  Selection  and  listing  of  trees  of  heritage  value  in 
this  Plan  has  taken  into  account  the  following  factors: 

1.  Form 

The  tree  should  have  good  form,  be  reliable  in  structure  and  a good  example  of  the 
species. 

2.  Occurrence  of  the  Species 

How  common  or  rare  the  tree  is  within  the  District,  regional  and  national  context. 

3.  Vitality 

The  assessment  of  the  health  of  the  tree. 

4.  Function 

The  physical  and  ecological  functioning  and  contribution  of  the  tree.  This  factor  also 
includes  recognition  of  the  local  adverse  effects  of  the  tree. 

5.  Age 

The  loss  of  a mature  tree  leaves  a time  lapse  before  another  tree  will  fulfil  similar 
functions  and  achieve  the  same  values.  This  factor  also  recognises  the  tree's  natural 
life  expectancy. 

6.  Stature 

The  height  and  canopy  spread  of  a tree  can  have  a significant  influence  on  its  visual 
impact. 

7.  Visibility 

The  amenity  value  of  the  tree  and  its  accessibility  to  the  public. 

8.  Proximity  of  Other  Trees 

The  singularity  of  a tree  can  be  more  important  than  a group  of  trees. 

9.  Role  in  Setting 

The  visual  and  spatial  qualities  surrounding  the  tree  in  its  setting.  Many  trees  are 
significant.landmarks  in  the  District. 

10.  Climatic  Influence 

The  influence  of  a tree  on  the  microclimate,  e.g.  shade,  shelter  and  temperature 
control. 

11.  Feature 

Trees  of  exceptional  proportions,  or  tree  forms  of  special  interest. 

12.  Historic 

The  association  of  the  tree  with  historic  events,  people  and  significant  periods  in  the 
development  of  the  District. 

13.  Scientific  and  Botanical 

The  significance  of  the  tree  in  a scientific  or  botanical  context,  having  particular 
regard  to  rarity,  representativeness  and  endemism.  This  factor  also  recognises  trees 
of  unusual  genetic  or  morphological  form. 


* A Standard  Tree  Evaluation  Method  (STEM),  Ron  Flook,  1996 
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Each  of  the  factors  is  scored,  and  then  a total  score  is  calculated  for  each  tree,  in 
accordance  with  the  Council's  Standard  Tree  Evaluation  Method. 

Trees  scoring  100  points  or  greater  are  listed  as  heritage  Trees  in  Appendix  2 of  this 
Plan. 


V Whangarei  District  Plan 
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Chapter  8.10 

REMOVAL  OF  AND  DAMAGE  TO  HERITAGE  TREES 

Sections: 

8.10.010  Statement  of  findings. 

8.10.020  Definitions. 

8.10.030  Prohibitions  and  protections. 

8.10.040  Permit  process. 

8.10.050  State  tree  care  license. 

8.10.060  Violation — Penalties  and  remedies. 

8.10.010  Statement  of  findings. 

The  town  finds  and  declares  as  follows: 

A.  The  town  is  endowed  and  forested  by  oaks,  bay  and  other  trees. 

B.  The  preservation  of  these  trees  is  essential  to  the  health,  welfare  and  quality 
of  life  of  the  citizens  of  the  town  to: 

1.  Preserve  the  scenic  beauty  of  the  town  and  to  ensure  the  privacy  of  its 
citizens; 

2.  Maintain  ecological  balance; 

3.  Prevent  erosion  of  topsoil; 

4.  Protect  against  the  hazards  of  floods  and  the  risk  of  landslides; 

5.  Counteract  air  pollutants  and  oxygenate  the  air; 

6.  Absorb  noise; 

7.  Maintain  the  climatic  and  microclimatic  balance;  and 

8.  Decrease  high  wind  velocities.  (Ord.  462  § 1(A),  1991 ; Ord.  444  § 1 , 1989) 

8.10.020  Definitions. 

As  used  in  this  chapter: 

A.  “Heritage  tree”  means  either: 

1.  A tree,  located  in  the  tree  preservation  area,  or  a native  oak  tree  (Quercus 
lobata,  Quercus  agrifolia  or  Quercus  douglasii)  located  anywhere  on  a lot,  which 
has  a trunk  circumference  of  forty-eight  inches  or  more,  when  measured  forty-eight 
inches  above  the  natural  grade; 

2.  A tree  so  designated  by  the  city  council,  based  upon  findings  that  the 
particular  tree  is  unique  and  of  importance  to  the  public  due  to  its  unusual  age, 
appearance,  location  or  other  factors; 

3.  The  trees  listed  below  shall  not  be  classified  as  heritage  trees: 

Acacia  baileyana— Bailey  Acacia 

(Mimosa) 

Acacia  decurrens — Green  Wattle 
Acacia  melanoxylon — Black  Acacia 
Ailanthus  altissima — Tree  of  Heaven 

B.  “Tree  preservation  area”  means  the  area  outside  the  building  area  of  the  lot, 
as  defined  in  Section  17.08.080  of  this  code. 

C.  “Damage  to  a heritage  tree”  means  any  action,  in  the  judgment  of  the  building 
official  or  town  arborist,  which  will  cause  damage  to  its  health  including,  by  way  of 
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example,  but  not  limited  to,  excess  pruning,  topping,  cutting,  girdling,  poisoning, 
over-watering,  unauthorized  relocation  or  transportation  of  a tree,  or  trenching, 
excavating,  altering  the  grade,  compaction  or  paving  near  the  tree.  (Ord.  533  § 1, 
2002:  Ord.  462  § 1(B),  1991:  Ord.  444  § 2,  1989) 

8.10.030  Prohibitions  and  protections. 

A.  No  person  shall  remove  a heritage  tree  unless  a permit  has  first  been  issued 
in  accordance  with  Section  8,10,040. 

B.  All  heritage  trees  must  be  shown  and  designated  on  every  plot  map  that  may 
be  required  by  the  town  in  connection  with  any  application  for  subdivision,  variance, 
use  permit,  or  building  permit.  In  addition,  a heritage  tree  protection  and 
preservation  plan  may  be  required  with  each  application.  The  heritage  tree 
protection  and  preservation  plan  shall  be  prepared  by  a certified  arborist  to  assess 
impacts  to  trees,  recommend  mitigation  to  reduce  impacts  to  a less  than  significant 
level  and  identify  construction  guidelines  to  be  followed  through  all  phases  of  a 
construction  project.  Detailed  standards  and  specifications  for  the  implementation 
of  a heritage  tree  protection  and  preservation  plan  can  be  found  in  the  town’s 
current  tree  preservation  guidelines,  standards  and  specifications. 

C.  It  is  unlawful  for  any  person  to  damage  or  harm  a heritage  tree  by  any  means 
whatever,  including,  without  limitation,  those  actions  defined  in  Section  8.10.020 . 
(C). 

D.  The  provisions  of  this  chapter  shall  not  be  deemed  to  repeal  or  otherwise 
affect  the  provisions  of  Chapter  8.08  of  this  code,  relating  to  dead  or  dangerous 
trees.  (Ord.  547  § 1,  2004;  Ord.  533  § 2,  2002:  Ord.  522  § 1,  2001;  Ord.  444  § 3, 
1989) 

8.10.040  Permit  process. 

A.  The  application  for  a heritage  tree  removal  permit  shall  be  filed  with  the 
building  department  on  a prescribed  form.  The  building  department  may  require  the 
applicant,  at  the  applicant’s  expense,  to  furnish  a written  report  from  a licensed  tree 
expert  acceptable  to  the  building  department. 

B.  If  the  tree  which  is  the  subject  of  the  application  meets  the  requirements  as  set 
forth  in  this  section  based  upon  a review  of  the  permit  application  and  the 
inspection  report,  then  the  building  department  may  grant  the  permit,  conditionally 
grant  the  permit  specifying  mitigation  requirements,  deny  the  permit,  allow  a portion 
of  the  proposed  work  in  the  permit  application  to  be  done,  or  refer  the  application  to 
the  planning  commission.  The  building  department  may  attach  reasonable 
conditions  to  ensure  compliance  with  the  intent  and  purpose  of  this  chapter  such 
as,  but  not  limited  to,  requiring  replacement  of  the  tree  or  trees  removed  with 
plantings  acceptable  to  the  building  department.  Denial  of  the  application  may  be 
appealed  to  the  planning  commission.  In  making  the  determination  of  which  action 
to  approve,  including  whether  or  not  to  refer  the  application  to  the  planning 
commission,  an  authorized  representative  of  the  building  department  shall  inspect 
the  tree  and  make  a determination  based  on  the  following  criteria: 

1 . The  probability  of  failure  which  is  a function  of  tree  and  site  conditions  such 
as,  but  not  limited  to,  structural  defects,  presence  of  disease,  species  history,  age 
or  remaining  life  span,  and  varying  weather  conditions.  The  probability  of  personal 
injury  or  significant  property  damage  as  a function  of  proximity  to  existing  structures 
and  objects  of  value  and  interference  with  utility  services; 

2.  The  number,  species,  size  and  location  of  existing  trees  in  the  area  and  the 
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effect  of  the  requested  removal  upon  shade,  noise  buffers,  protection  from 
wind  damage,  air  pollution,  historic  value,  scenic  beauty,  health,  safety  and  general 
welfare  of  the  area  and  town  as  a whole; 

3.  Good  forestry  practices  such  as,  but  not  limited  to,  the  number  of  healthy 
trees  a given  parcel  of  land  will  support. 

C.  If  referred  by  staff,  or  a decision  by  staff  is  appealed  by  the  applicant,  the 
application  shall  be  heard  and  considered  at  a public  meeting  of  the  planning 
commission.  Each  application  for  a heritage  tree  removal  permit  shall  be 
accompanied  by  a fee  in  an  amount  as  set  by  resolution  of  the  city  council  sufficient 
to  cover  all  costs  of  processing  the  permit.  The  application  for  a planning 
commission  review  shall  contain  the  following: 

1 . A legal  description  and  accurate  map  showing  the  location  of  the  property 
for  which  the  permit  is  sought  and  the  location  of  the  tree  for  which  the  permit  is 
sought  and  all  other  heritage  trees  on  the  subject  parcel; 

2.  The  names  and  addresses  of  the  applicant  and  record  owner  of  the  subject 
property,  and  of  the  record  owners  of  each  parcel  contiguous  to  the  subject 
property,  and  of  each  parcel  across  any  street  from  the  subject  property  any  part  of 
which  is  encompassed  within  the  projected  side  lines  of  the  subject  parcel.  The 
applicant  shall  furnish  to  the  town  a stamped  plain  No.  10  envelope  addressed  to 
each  such  owner; 

3.  A photograph  of  the  subject  tree  or  trees; 

4.  A statement  of  the  reason  for  requested  removal,  the  species  of  the  subject 
tree,  and  the  circumference  at  forty-eight  inches  above  natural  grade. of  the  subject 
tree; 


5.  Such  additional  information  as  the  building  department  may  deem 
necessary. 

D.  The  application  shall  be  heard  and  considered  at  a public  meeting  of  the 
planning  commission.  Notice  of  the  meeting  shall  be  mailed  by  the  town  at  least  ten 
days  before  the  meeting  to  the  owners  of  each  property  described  in  subsection  (C) 
(2)  of  this  Section. 

E.  At  the  public  meeting,  the  planning  commission  shall  hear  all  evidence 
presented,  and  shall  grant  the  heritage  tree  removal  permit  unless  it  finds  that  the 
removal  of  the  subject  tree  would  be  contrary  to  the  purpose  and  intent  of  the 
general  plan  of  the  town. 

F.  At  the  discretion  of  the  planning  commission,  for  each  heritage  tree  permitted 
to  be  removed  the  permittee  may  be  required  to  plant  three  trees  of  fifteen-gallon 
container  size,  or  two  trees  of  twenty-four-inch  box  container  size,  or  one  tree  of 
fifteen-gallon  container  size  and  one  tree  of  thirty-six-inch  container  size.  Where 
native  heritage  oak  trees  are  allowed  to  be  removed  from  within 

the  buildable  area,  they  shall  each  be  replaced  with  one  or  more  trees  of  forty- 
eight-inch  container  size  of  native  oak  species  at  a location  approved  by  the 
planning  commission.  The  planning  commission  may  also  attach  other  reasonable 
conditions  to  ensure  compliance  With  the  intent  and  purpose  of  this  chapter. 

G.  The  decision  of  the  planning  commission  on  any  application  for  a heritage  tree 
removal  permit  may  be  appealed  to  the  city  council  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  contained  in  Chapter  17.64  of  this  code. 

H.  It  is  strongly  recommended  that  the  trees  listed  below  not  be  planted  in  the 
town  of  Atherton: 

Acacia  baileyana — Bailey  Acacia 
Acacia  decurrens — Green  Wattle 
Acacia  melanoxylon — Black  Acacia 
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Ailanthus  altissima — T ree  of  Heaven 
Eucalyptus  globulus — Blue  Gum  Eucalyptus 
Pinus  radiata — Monterey  Pine 

(Ord.  533  § 3,  2002;  Ord.  522  § 2,  2001;  Ord.  484  § 1(A)— (C),  1994;  Ord.  462  § 1 
(C) — (J),  1991;  Ord.  444  § 4,  1989) 

8.10.050  State  tree  care  license. 

Except  for  the  property  owner,  no  person  shall  perform  any  removal  of  any 
heritage  tree  for  hire  within  the  town  of  Atherton  without  a valid  state  tree  care 
license  as  required  by  the  state  of  California.  (Ord.  484  § 1(E),  1994) 

8.10.060  Violation — Penalties  and  remedies. 

A.  Any  person  causing  a heritage  tree  to  be  removed  or  damaged  in  violation  of 
this  chapter  shall  submit  a fee  as  determined  by  city  council  resolution  to  be 
deposited  into  a fund  for  the  planting  and  maintenance  of  community  trees,  as  a 
civil  penalty  in  addition  to  the  penalties  as  outlined  in  Chapter  1 .20. 

B.  As  part  of  a civil  action  brought  by  the  town,  a court  may  assess  against  any 
person  who  commits,  allows,  or  maintains  violation  of  any  provision  of  this  chapter 
a civil  penalty  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  five  thousand  dollars  per  violation.  Where 
the  violation  has  resulted  in  removal  of  a tree,  the  civil  penalty  shall  be  in  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  five  thousand  dollars  per  tree  unlawfully  removed,  or  the 
replacement  value  of  each  such  tree,  whichever  amount  is  higher.  Such  amount 
shall  be  payable  to  the  town  as  described  in  subsection  A of.  this  section. 
Replacement  value  for  the  purposes  of  this  section  shall  be  determined  utilizing  the 
most  recent  edition  of  the  Guide  for  Plant  Appraisal.  A civil  action  may  be 
commenced  to  abate,  enjoin,  or  otherwise  compel  the  cessation  of  violation  of  any 
provision  in  this  chapter.  In  a civil  action  brought  pursuant  to  this  chapter  in  which 
the  town  prevails,  the  court  may  award  to  the  town  all  costs  of  investigation  and 
preparation  for  trial,  the  costs  of  trial,  reasonable  expenses  including  overhead  and 
administrative  costs  incurred  in  prosecuting  the  action,  and  reasonable  attorney 
fees. 

C.  Upon  any  guilty  plea  or  judgment  or  conviction,  in  any  criminal  proceeding 
brought  for  the  violation  of  this  chapter,  the  defendant  is  entitled  by  law  to 
probation,  then  the  court  may  require  the  payment  to  the  town  of  the  costs  and 
expenses  as  described  above  and  the  code  provision  incorporated  by  reference  as 
one  of  the  conditions  of  such  probation. 

D.  The  violation  of  any  provision  contained  in  this  chapter  shall  be  subject  to  the 
penalties  or  remedies  as  described  herein  and  any  other  remedies  authorized  by 
the  town  of  Atherton  Municipal  Code,  including,  but  not  limited  to,  the  following: 

1 . Requiring  that  the  violator  obtain  a tree  removal  permit  for  the  previously 
conducted  unlawful  activity,  including  one  or  more  of  the  following  conditions  as 
appropriate: 

a.  The  violator  shall  replace  each  unlawfully  removed  tree  with  one  or 
more  new  trees  which  can  be  accommodated  on  the  site  of  the  violation  according 
to  the  town  arborist  and,  in  the  opinion  of  the  town  arborist,  will  provide  equivalent 
value  in  terms  of  cost  (as  determined  pursuant  to  a certified  arborist’s  calculation  of 
the  value  of  the  removed  tree(s)  in  accordance  with  the  latest  edition  of  the  Guide 
for  Plant  Appraisal  published  by  the  Council  of  Tree  and  Landscape  Appraisers 
(adopted  by  reference)),  aesthetic  and  environmental  quality,  size,  height,  location, 
appearance  and  other  characteristics  of  the  unlawfully  removed  tree;  or 
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b.  Where  replacement  trees  cannot  be  accommodated  on-site 
according  to  the  town  arborist,  or  cannot  provide  equivalent  aesthetic  or 
environmental  quality  of  removed  tree(s)  on  site,  the  violator  shall  either  plant 
replacement  trees  off-site  as  designated  by  the  town  arborist  or  make  a cash 
payment  as  described  in  subsection  B of  this  section,  or  any  combination  thereof,  in 
accordance  with  the  following: 

i.  To  the  extent  that  a cash  payment  is  required  for  any  portion  or 
all  of  the  value  of  the  removed  tree,  such  payment  shall  be  doubled  to  reflect  the 
estimated  installation  costs  that  would  be  incurred  if  replacement  trees  are  planted; 
and 

ii.  To  the  extent  that  the  planting  of  off-site  replacement  trees  is  required,  the 
retail  cost  of  such  trees,  as  shown  by  documentary  evidence  satisfactory  to  the 
town  arborist,  shall  be  offset  against  the  value  of  the  removed  tree,  but  no  credit 
shall  be  given  for  transportation,  installation,  maintenance  and  other  costs 
incidental  to  the  planting  and  care  of  the  replacement  trees;  or 

c.  Where  the  unlawful  activity  did  not  result  in  tree  removal,  but  did 
result  in  tree  damage,  the  violator  shall  enhance  the  condition  of  the  remaining 
trees  or  portions  of  trees  according  to  good  forestry  practices  which,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  town  arborist,  will  provide  equivalent  value  in  terms  of  damage  to  the  tree(s), 
aesthetic  and  environmental  quality,  size,  height,  location,  appearance  and  other 
characteristics  of  the  unlawfully  damaged  tree;  provide  equivalent  enhancement  of 
the  condition  of  trees  off-site  or  make  a cash  payment  to  the  fund  described  in 
subsection  A of  this  section  (based  on  the  town  arborist's  calculation  of  the 
equivalent  value  of  the  unlawful  damage  to  the  tree). 

2.  Any  person  who  is  required  to  plant  replacement  trees  on-site  pursuant  to 
this  section  shall  permanently  maintain  such  trees  in  a good  and  healthy  condition 
to  ensure  permanent  establishment  of  any  such  tree(s),  as  determined  by  the  town 
arborist.  Such  person  shall  post  a maintenance  bond  or  security  deposit  in  a form 
prescribed  by  the  building  official  and  execute  a maintenance  agreement  with  the 
town,  which  shall  be  recorded  in  the  office  of  the  county  recorder. 

E.  All  remedies  provided  in  this  section  shall  be  cumulative  and  are  not 
exclusive.  (Ord.  565  § 1,  2006;  Ord.  533  § 4,  2002:  Ord.  490  § 16,  1996:  Ord.  484  § 
1(D)  (part),  1994;  Ord.  444  § 5,  1989) 
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TENNESSEE  LANDMAR1C  AND  HISTORIC  TREE  REGISTER 


NOMINATION  APPLICATION 


I.  Type  of  designation:  Landmark*  Historic** 


*A  Landmark  Tree  must  meet  one  of  the  following  requirements  (please  mark  which) 

The  tree(s)  is/are  commonly  recognized  as  an  established  and  familiar  feature  of  the 
community,  or  can  be  confirmed  as  a significant  part  of  the  community’s  heritage. 

The  tree(s)  was/were  planted  by,  or  as  a memorial  to,  or  associated  with,  a nationally, 
regionally,  of  state  recognized  individual,  group,  event,  or  cause,  and  is  confirmed  to  be  more 
than  50  years  old. 

**A  Historic  Tree  must  meet  the  following  requirement  (please  mark) 

The  tree(s)  was/were  a direct  witness  to  a historic  event  or  cultural  movement  that  was 

significant  nationally,  regionally,  or  within  the  state  and  can  be  confirmed  to  date  to  that  time. 

H.  Application  is  for  a:  Singletree  Group  of  trees 

m.  Location  (give  street  address  if  available  and  include  directions  to  the  tree) 

Street  Address: . ' . . 


City: 


Zip: 


County: 


GPS  coordinates  if  available 


Latitude 


Longitude 


Directions  to  tree  (attach  a map  if  possible): 


IV.  Historic  or  landmark  narrative 

Attach  a historic  narrative  that  gives  a factual  account  of  the  history  of  the  tree  or  group  of  trees 
and  the  surrounding  area,  which  gives  the  tree(s)  its  significance.  Include  important  dates,  people, 
events,  legends,  activities,  etc.  associated  with  the  tree,  (attach  additional  sheet  if  necessary) 


V.  Ownership  of  tree  (If  organization,  corporation,  government,  or  non-profit, 
include  contact  name  and  title) 

Address: 

City: 

Phone: Email 

VI.  Name  By  Which  Tree  is  Known: 

Why  is  the  tree  so  named? 


VII.  Tree(s)  Description 

1 . Health  of  tree  or  group  of  trees 

Excellent  (no  visible  or  known  defects  or  health  problems) 

Good  (appears  in  good  health  with  only  minor  defects)  . 

Fair  (appears  in  average  heath  with  some  obvious  defect) 

_Poor  (trees  in  noticeable  decline) 

Bad  (tree  is  in  severe  decline) 

2 Species  (include  at  least  the  common  name,  and  genus  and  species  if  possible,  i.e.  Black 
Walnut,  Juglans  nigra) 

Common  Name: 

Scientific  Name:  , 


3.  Measurements  (provide  if  possible) 


® Trunk  circumference  at  4 lA  feet  above  ground 

o Total  tree  height: feet 

® Average  crown  spread  (feet  from  trunk): 

• Age: years  (if  known) 

4.  Defects  (give  short  description  or  mark  “none”) 

• Hazardous  Limbs: 

® Major  wounds: 

• Decay: 

• Soil  erosion: 

5.  Land  use:  Residential  Commercial  Woodland  Farmland 

6.  Photographs  (A  set  of  non-retur  nable  color  prints  of  the  tree(s)  is  required  with  the 
application).  Maps  or  diagrams  of  locations  are  also  helpful. 

VIII.  Applicant  Information 

Name:  

Title  and  Organization: 

Address: ; 

Telephone: Email 

Date  of  Application: 

ATTACHMENTS  (photographs,  maps,  pertinent  documents) 

Although  the  Tennessee  Urban  Forestry  Council  encourages  the  owner  of  each  Landmark  and 
Historic  Tree  to  give  it  proper  arboricultural  care,  the  Tennessee  Urban  Forestry  Council  does  not 
certify  the  tree  as  being  safe  or  without  hazard  for  the  visiting  pubic. 

Mail  complete  application  to:  The  Tennessee  Urban  Forestry  Council 

c/o  Jennifer  Smith,  Executive  Director 
6820  Cloudland  Drive 
Nashville,  TN  37205 


inches 


feet 


City  of  Lake  Oswego 
Heritage  Tree  Program 


Lake  Oswego  is  a beautiful  place  to  live.  A great  deal  of  its  charm  is  due  to  the  number 
of  large  and  distinctive  trees  that  landscape  our  community. 

Why  a Heritage  Tree  program 

In  November,  1997,  the  Lake  Oswego  City  council  established  the  Heritage  Tree 
Program.  The  primary  aim  of  the  program  is  to  educate  citizens  about  the  importance  of 
trees  through  protection  and  recognition. 

What  is  a Heritage  Tree? 

A heritage  tree  can  be  one  tree  or  a grove  of  trees  that  is  special  because  of  its  age  or  size. 
Historical  or  landmark  trees  can  also  be  heritage  trees.  A heritage  tree  must  be  healthy. 

How  Can  You  Get  Involved? 

Anyone  can  nominate  a tree  for  heritage  designation.  You  must  be  or  have  the 
permission  of  the  property  owner.  You  can  also  nominate  a tree  on  City  property.  Just 
fill  in  the  short  nomination  form  and  the  Natural  resources  Advisory  Board  and  a certified 
arborist  will  review  the  nominations.  Heritage  trees  will  be  announced  annually. 


Now  that  its  Official 

Once  a tree  is  designated  a heritage  tree,  a plaque  is  installed  near  the  tree.  The  property 
owner  also  agrees  to  record  the  tree’s  designation  on  the  land  title.  A heritage  tree  may 
be  removed,  if  necessary,  under  a Type  n.  City  Tree  Cutting  permit.  The  City  will  keep  a 
list  and  create  a brochure  to  honor  Lake  Oswego’s  Heritage  Trees. 


For  more  information  about  Lake  Oswego’s  Heritage  Tree 
Program,  please  contact  Jonna  Papaefthimiou,  at  (503)  675- 
3990,  or  email  to  ionna  p@ci.oswego.or.us  OR  visit  our 
website  at:  http://www.ci.oswego.or.us/plan/Drogram.htm  and 
follow  the  “Natural  Resources”  link. 
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Heritage  Tree  Nomination  Form 


Person  Nominating  Tree: 


Property  Owner  (If  other  than 
nominator): 


Name 


Name 


Address 


Address 


Phone  (Day) 


Phone  (Day) 


Signature  of  property  owner  giving  approval  of  nomination  Date 


TREE  DESCRIPTION 


1.  Check  one:  Single  Tree 


.Stand  of  Trees 


Jf  stand,  how  many: 


2.  Species  of  Tree  (common,  botanical  or  historical  name) : 

3.  Location:  Street  address  


Use  the  space  below  to  provide  a description  or  sketch  of  the  approximate  location  of 
the  tree  or  stand  of  trees  on  the  site. 


4.  Why  should  this  tree  be  considered  for  designation  as  a Heritage  Tree?  Describe  the 
history  of  the  tree  and  note  any  outstanding  features  or  other  significant  details. 
Attach  additional  pages  or  materials  if  desired. 
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5.  Size  of  tree:  Height 

(Use  your  best  estimate  or  measure  the  height  with  any  instrument 
commonly  used  by  foresters.  A "clinometer"  is  the  standard 
instrument  used  to  determine  tree  height.) 

Average  Crown  Spread  

(Set  a stake  under  the  edge  of  the  crown  farthest  from  the  tree  and 
another  directly  opposite  it  at  the  outer  edge  of  the  crown  on  the 
other  side  of  the  tree  and  measure  the  distance.) 

Circumference  

(The  circumference  of  the  tree  is  measured  at  a point  approximately 
four  feet  oyer  the  ground.) 


6.  Age  of  tree  (in  years) : ‘Cite  how  you  estimate  age: 


7.  Condition:  Are  there  any  known  problems  with  the  tree  (disease,  structural 

conditions,  requires  corrective  pruning?)  Yes No If  yes,  please 

describe: 


8.  Photograph:  Please  attach  a photograph  of  the  tree  in  the  space  below. 
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Lake  Oswego  Heritage  Trees 


Year 

Species 

Address 

owner 

1. 

1998 

White  Oak 
stand 

west  of  Galen  Rd.,  south  of 
Crestfield  Ct. 

Private 

2. 

1998 

Deodar  Cedar 
(2) 

302  Furnace 

Private 

3. 

1998 

White  Oak 

1421  Greentree  Circle 

Private 

4. 

1998 

Giant  Sequoia 

16686  Maple  Circle 

Private 

5. 

1998 

Douglas  fir 

141  Leonard  Street  (Peg  Tree) 

Private 

6. 

1998 

Black  Walnut 

1018  Laurel  St. 

Private 

7. 

1998 

Black  Walnut 

13041  Knaus  Rd.  (ROW) 

City 

8. 

1998 

Western  Red 
Cedar 

between  868  and  832  9th  St. 
(ROW) 

City 

9. 

1998 

Sugar  Maple 

3rd/ C Avenue  (ROW) 

City 

10. 

1998 

American  elm 

1st  between  B and  C Avenues 
(ROW) 

City 

11. 

1999 

European 

Beech 

1250  Sunningdale  Road 

Private 

12. 

1999 

Douglas  fir 

Behind  501  Country  Club  (Iron 
Mountain  ROW) 

City 

13. 

2001 

Giant  Sequoia 

3025  Stonebridge  Way 

Private 
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Stockton  Municipal  Code 


Chapter  5 - PUBLIC  WELFARE,  MORALS  AND  POLICY 
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Part  IV 

TREES,  WEEDS,  BUSHES,  HEDGES,  ETC. 
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Division  4 

HERITAGE  TREES 


SEC.  5-037.  INTENT  AND  PURPOSE: 


The  intent  and  purpose  of  this  Division  is  to  promote  the  health,  safety  and  welfare 
of  the  citizens  of  the  City  of  Stockton  by  providing  for  the  protection  and 
preservation  of  heritage  trees  located  within  the  City  limits.  The  protection  and 
preservation  of  heritage  trees  will  promote  scenic  beauty,  reduce  soil  erosion, 
improve  air  quality,  abate  noise  and  provide  shade  to  reduce  energy  consumption. 

(Added  by  Ordinance  007-90C.S.  — Effective  April  26,  1990) 

SEC.  5-038.  DEFINITIONS: 


1 . HERITAGE  TREE:  As  used  in  this  Division,  "heritage  tree"  shall  mean  any 
Quercus  lobata  (commonly  known  as  "Valley  Oak")  Quercus  agrifolia  (Coast  Live 
Oak),  and  Quercus  wislizenii  (Interior  Live  Oak)  tree  which  is  located  on  public  or 
private  property  within  the  limits  of  the  City  of  Stockton,  and  which  has  a trunk 
diameter  of  sixteen  (16)  inches  or  more,  measured  at  twenty-four  (24)  inches  above 
actual  grade. 

2.  EFFECTIVE  REMOVAL:  As  used  in  this  Division,  "effective  removal"  includes, 
but  is  not  limited  to,  any  extreme  pruning  which  is  not  consistent  with  standard 
Arboriculture  practices  for  a healthy  heritage  tree  and  which  results  in  its 
permanent  disfigurement,  destruction,  or  its  need  for  removal  for  public  safety  (as 
determined  by  the  City). 


(Amended  by  Ordinance  030-96C.S.  — Effective  October  16, 1996)  (Added  by 
Ordinance  007-90C.S.  — Effective  April  26, 1990) 

SEC.  5-039.  REMOVAL;  HARMING  HERITAGE  TREES  PROHIBITED: 

Except  in  emergency  situations  defined  herein,  it  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person  to 
harm,  injure,  deface  or  destroy  a Heritage  Tree  located  on  any  parcel  of  property  in 
the  City.  It  shall  also  be  unlawful  for  any  person  to  remove,  cause  to  be  removed, 
or  effectively  remove,  any  heritage  tree  from  any  parcel  of  property  in  the  City 
without  first  obtaining  a permit  from  the  City  Parks  and  Recreation  Department. 

(Amended  by  Ordinance  027-98C.S.  — Effective  December  17, 1998)  (Amended 
by  Ordinance  030-96C.S.  — Effective  October  16, 1996)  (Added  by  Ordinance 
007-90C.S.  — Effective  April  26,  1 990) 

SEC.  5-040.  PERMITS: 


Any.person  desiring  to  remove  one  (1)  or  more  heritage  trees  shall  apply  to  the  City 
Parks  and  Recreation  Department  for  a permit  and  pay  a fee  to  cover  the  cost  of 
processing  the  application,  Including  the  cost  of  publication  of  the  notice.  The 
amount  of  the  fee  shall  be  set  by  City  Council  resolution.  The  application  for  a 
permit  shall  be  made  on  forms  provided  for  that  purpose  and  shall  state,  among 
other  things,  the  number,  circumference  and  location  of  (he  trees  to  be  removed  by 
types  and  the  reason  for  removal  of  each.  At  least  ten  (10)  calendar  days  before 
the  time  set  for  review  of  the  application,  a notice  shall  be  given  of  the  time,  date 
and  place  of  said  review  including  the  address  where  the  heritage  tree  is  located. 


The  notice  shall  be  published  once  in  a newspaper  of  general  circulation,  published 
and  circulated  in  the  City  of  Stockton. 

The  City  Landscape  Architect,  or  designee  as  determined  by  the  Director  of  Parks 
and  Recreation,  shall  review  each  application  and  any  written  or  oral  testimony  and 
decide  if  a permit  should  be  granted  based  on  the  following: 

(a)  The  condition  of  the  tree  or  trees  with  respect  to  disease,  danger  of  falling, 
proximity  to  existing  or  proposed  structures  and  interference  with  utility  services. 

(b)  The  necessity  to  remove  the  tree  or  trees  in  order  to  construct  any  proposed 
improvements,  and  the  possibility  of  revising  proposed  tentative  subdivision  maps 
and  improvement  plans  in  order  to  save  the  trees. 

(c)  The  topography  of  the  land  and  the  effect  of  the  removal  of  the  tree  on  erosion, 
soil  retention  and  diversion  or  increased  flow  of  surface  waters. 


(d)  The  number  of  similar  trees  existing  in  the  vicinity. 


(Amended  by  Ordinance  027-98C.S.  — Effective  December  17, 1998)  (Added  by 
Ordinance  007-90C.S.  — Effective  April  26, 1990) 

SEC.  5-040.1.  EMERGENCY  REMOVAL.  EXCEPTION  TO  NOTICE: 


In  circumstances  where  the  condition  of  the  heritage  tree(s)  poses  an  imminent 
threat  to  health  or  safety  or  to  property,  as  determined  by  the  City  Landscape 
Architect  or  designee  as  determined  by  the  Director  of  Parks  and  Recreation,  such 
heritage  tree(s)  may  be  summarily  removed  without  providing  prior  public  notice.  A 
removal  .permit,  signed  by  the  Director  of  Parks  and  Recreation  or  designee,  must 
be  obtained  prior  to  the  removal  of  the  tree(s). 


(Added  by  Ordinance  027-98C.S.  — Effective  December  17, 1998) 


SEC.  5-041.  REPLACEMENT: 


Any  person  who  removes  any  heritage  trees  by  permit  or  otherwise,  shall  replace 
them  on  a one  for  one  basis  at  the  discretion  of  the  City  Landscape  Architect.  The 
size  of  the  replacement  tree  shall  be  determined  by  the  City  Landscape  Architect 
based  on  the  size  of  the  tree  that  is  removed.  If  possible,  the  replacement  tree  or 
trees  shall  be  planted  on  the  same  parcel  as  the  trees  that  were  removed.  If  that  is 
not  possible,  the  replacement  tree  or  trees  shall  be  planted  in  a City  park  or  some 
other  suitable  location  as  determined  by  the  City  Landscape  Architect.  All  fines 
collected  for  violation  of  Section  5-039  shall  be  used  to  purchase  and  plant 
replacement  trees. 


(Added  by  Ordinance  007-90C.S.  — Effective  April  26, 1990) 


SEC.  5-042.  APPEALS: 


Any  decision  of  the  City  Landscape  Architect  may  be  appealed  to  the  City  Council. 
Appeals  shall  be  In  writing,  state  the  reasons  for  the  appeal  and  be  filed  with  the 
City  Clerk  within  ten  (10)  days  of  the  decision.  A fee,  the  amount  of  which  shall  be 
set  by  City  Council  resolution,  shall  be  paid  by  the  appellant  to  cover  the  cost  of 
processing  the  appeal.  The  matter  shall  be  set  for  public  hearing  before  the  City 
Council  within  forty-five  (45)  days  after  the  appeal  Is  filed.  Notice  by  mall  shall  be 
given  to  the  appellant  and  every  property  owner  within  three  hundred  (300)  feet  of 
the  boundaries  of  the  parcel  where  the  heritage  tree  or  trees  are  located  at  least 
ten  (10)  days  prior  to  the  date  of  the  hearing.  If  the  decision  of  the  City  Landscape 
Architect  was  to  deny  the  permit,  then  no  permit  will  be  granted  without  five  (5) 
concurring  votes  of  the  City  Council. 


(Added  by  Ordinance  007-90C.S.  — Effective  April  26,  1090) 
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Environmental  Quality  Commission 

Heritage  Tree  Program 

City  of  Lake  Forest  Park 

17425  Ballinger  Way  NE 

Lake  Forest  Park,  WA  98155-5556 


Jacksonville,  FL 


Protected  tree  includes  all  of  the  following: 

(1) Private  protected  tree  means  any  tree  with  a DBH  of  six  inches  or  more  located 
on  any  lot  within  twenty  feet  of  a street  right-of-way  (including  an  approved  private  street 
or  other  access  easement)  ora  tree  with  a DBH  of  eight  inches  or  more  located  within 
ten  feet  of  any  other  property  line,  ora  tree  with  a DBH  of  twelve  inches  or  more  located 
elsewhere  on  the  lot. 

(2) Public  protected  tree  means  any  tree  located  on  lands  owned  by  the  city,  or  other 
governmental  agencies  or  authorities,  or  any  land  upon  which  easements  are  imposed 
for  the  benefit  of  the  city,  or  other  governmental  agencies  or  authorities,  or  upon  which 
other  ownership  control  may  be  exerted  by  the  city,  or  other  governmental  agencies  or 
authorities,  including  rights-of-way,  parks,  public  areas  and  easements  for  drainage, 
sewer,  water  and  other  public  utilities,  with: 

(i)  A DBH  of  six  inches  or  more  located  within  a city  or  other  governmental 
right-of-way,  or 

(ii)  A DBH  of  six  inches  or  more  and  located  on  any  lot  within  twenty  feet 
of  a street  right-of-way,  or 

(Hi)  A DBH  of  eight  inches  or  more  located  on  any  lot  within  ten  feet  of  any 
other  property  line,  or 

(iv)  A DBH  of  twelve  inches  or  more  located  elsewhere  on  the  lot. 

(3)  Exceptional  specimen  tree  means  any  tree  which  is  determined  by  the  City 
Council  to  be  of  unique  and  intrinsic  value  to  the  genera!  public  because  of  its  size,  age, 
historic  association  or  ecological  value  or  any  tree  designated  a Florida  State 
Champion,  United  States  Champion  or  World  Champion  by  the  American  Forestry 
Association.  The  Chief  shall  keep  a record  of  all  specimen  trees  so  designated  and  their 
location. 

[Jacksonville,  FL:  Ordinance  code  Title  XVII,  Section  656.1203bb] 
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Images  of  bench  markers  for  discussion  of  visible  identification  of  Landmark  Trees 


Urban  Forestry  Council 
LANDMARK  TREE  COMMITTEE 
DRAFT  MEETING  MINUTES 
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Tuesday,  June  10,  2008,  4:00  p.m. 

City  Hall,  Room  421 
One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA 


DOCUMENTS  DEPT. 

JUN  2 0 2008 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


COMMITTEE  MEMBERS:  Mike  Boss  (Chair),  Carolyn  Blair,  Steve  Griswold,  Malcolm  Hillan,  and  Mark 
Sustarich. 


1 . Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  4:00  p.m. 
Present:  Chair  Boss,  Members  Blair  and  Hillan;  Excused:  Members  Griswold  and  Sustarich. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  April  8,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Landmark  Tree  Committee 
Regular  Meeting.  (Explanatory  Document:  Approved  Minutes  of  the  April  8.  2008  Regular 
Meeting  (Discussion  and  Action) 

3.  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Criteria.  The  Committee  shall  continue  to  discuss  redefining  landmark  tree 
evaluation  criteria  and  discuss  criteria  used  in  other  jurisdictions.  (Continued  from  the  April  8,  2008 
Meeting)  (Explanatory  Documents  reviewed  in  Committee:  Original  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Criteria, 
Evaluation  Criteria  Revised  050307. and  061008  Landmark  Tree  Criteria  Discussion)  (Discussion) 

Chair  Boss  reported  that  he  was  having  difficulty  applying  the  current  evaluation  criteria  to  site  evaluations 
as  certain  fields  (1)  had  greater  weight  than  others,  (2)  had  duplicate  meanings,  and  (3)  were  difficult  to 
interpret  on  how  it  affected  whether  the  tree  was  of  landmark  quality.  Chair  Boss  and  Coordinator  Hui 
presented  a landmark  tree  criteria  discussion  document  that  categorized  the  criteria  into  four  main  sections 
1)  physical;  (2)  environmental;  (3)  historical;  and  (4)  cultural  (see  explanatory  document  061008  Landmark 
Tree  Criteria  Discussion).  It  was  explained  that  one  of  the  fields  from  the  original  criteria  on  whether  the 
tree  extends  between  multiple  properties  was  not  included  as  it  was  felt  that  it  was  irrelevant  to  determining 
the  landmark  quality  of  the  tree,  and  other  criteria  had  encompassed  the  visibility  and  neighborhood 
appreciation  criteria  that  this  criteria  may  have  been  intended  for. 

Council  Chair  Milne  stated  that  “extends  between  multiple  properties”  should  be  preserved  because  it 
provides  information  on  whether  there  may  be  neighbor  un-appreciation,  and  could  provide  the  Council 
background  on  the  tree.  Committee  members  agreed  to  include  this  item  in  the  nomination  form  description 
under  “TREE  DESCRIPTION,  Location  of  Tree,”  by  adding  a checkbox.  Coordinator  Hui  suggested 
quantifying  how  it  extends  between  multiple  properties.  Council  Chair  Milne  asked  that  the  historical 
category  be  moved  to  number  2 because  historical  association  would  score  higher  in  terms  of  criteria  to 
consider  for  landmark  status.  Council  Chair  Milne  stated  that  if  the  criteria  would  remain  the  same  and  if  it 
was  just  a matter  of  prioritizing  and  defining,  that  the  Council  may  not  have  to  go  through  the  process  of 
sending  it  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  ratification,  and  it  could  just  be  ratified  by  the  Council. 
Coordinator  Hui  stated  that  if  criteria  were  to  be  left  out,  an  amendment  may  be  required.  Council  Secretary 


Order  of  Business 


Fish  reported  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  adopted  Landmark  Tree  Procedures  and  Criteria  that  included 
evaluation  criteria  and  a nomination  form  so  if  anything  were  to  be  revised  it  may  require  the  Board  to 
receive  a newer  version  or  to  readopt  a current  set  of  procedures.  Coordinator  Hui  stated  that  she  would  seek 
legal  advice  from  the  Deputy  City  Attorney  on  the  correct  process. 

Members  Blair  and  Hillan  requested  that  the  environmental  category  order  be  changed  as  follows:  (a) 
prominent  landscape  feature;  (b)  low  tree  density;  (c)  interdependent  group  of  trees;  (d)  accessible  from 
right  of  way  (e)  high  traffic  area;  (f)  wildlife  habitat  (g)  wind  and  sound  barrier,  and  (h)  erosion  control. 
Member  Hillan  requested  including  an  additional  section  on  type  of  species.  Coordinator  Hui  recommended 
using  the  term  rarity  instead  of  species  and  Member  Hillan  agreed.  The  priority  order  proposed  was  (1) 
rarity;  (2)  physical;  (3)  historical;  (4)  environmental,  and  (5)  cultural. 

Members  discussed  each  field  on  the  Evaluation  Criteria  and  proposed  revisions  (see  061008  Landmark 
Tree  Criteria  Revised  061008).  Chair  Boss  stated  that  the  next  phase  of  the  discussion  would  be  to  match 
the  nomination  form  with  the  revised  evaluation  criteria  and  possibly  suggest  additional  revisions.  Member 
Hillan  suggested  that  Coordinator  Hui  revise  the  nomination  form  to  match  the  revised  evaluation  criteria 
for  discussion  at  the  next  meeting.  Chair  Boss  stated  that  the  new  titles  and  definitions  agreed  to  in  the 
revised  evaluation  criteria  draft  may  also  be  reviewed  again  at  the  next  meeting. 

4.  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  after  Designation.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  shall  discuss 
methods  for  visibly  identifying  trees  that  have  received  landmark  tree  status  (Continued  from  the  April  8, 
2008  Meeting)  (Explanatory  Documents  reviewed  in  Committee:  (1)  Bench  marker  images.  (2)  06 1 008 
Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  Proposal  and  (3)  Benchmarker  Graphic  061008  061008 
Landmark  Tree  Identification)  (Discussion) 

Coordinator  Hui  stated  that  she  would  not  be  able  to  move  forward  with  working  on  fund  raising  or  creating 
a partnership  with  the  Department  of  Public  Works  (DPW)  or  others  on  this  effort  until  a decision  is  made 
by  the  Committee  and  Council.  Member  Hillan  presented  a proposal  for  visible  identification  of  landmark 
trees  that  consists  of  four  components,  a recommendation  for  permanent  markers,  and  associated  costs  and 
sources  for  markers  (see  explanatory  document  061008  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  Proposal). 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  she  had  met  with  Member  Hillan  and  created  a potential  marker  based  on 
their  discussion  (see  marker  graphic  061008  Landmark  Tree  Identification).  It  was  explained  that  the 
Monterey  Cypress  was  selected  to  appear  on  the  marker  as  it  is  the  official  San  Francisco  tree  that  is  located 
in  front  of  McLaren  Lodge  (even  though  it  is  not  yet  a landmark  tree).  Coordinator  Hui  stated  that  she 
would  also  checkADA  requirements  and  would  report  back  at  a future  meeting.  Coordinator  Hui  stated  that 
she  would  prefer  that  DPW  install  the  markers  for  a nominal  expense,  but  it  would  still  require  fund  raising 
for  the  actual  markers.  Chair  Boss  recommended  adding  the  species  to  the  marker.  Coordinator  Hui 
explained  that  adding  the  species  would  be  an  ongoing  expense  that  would  require  funding  to  run  the 
program  whereas  numbered  plaques  would  not  be  an  ongoing  expense.  Member  Blair  recommended  that 
the  marker  should  state  “contact  the  Urban  Forestry  Council”  instead  of  “contact  the  Department  of  the 
Environment.”  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  marker  lists  the  Department  because  it  maintains  the  most 
information  on  its  website,  but  it  could  be  another  entity  on  the  plaque.  Chair  Boss  reported  that  more 
consideration  has  to  be  given  to  including  the  species  on  the  marker  and  requested  additional  information  on 
potential  costs. 
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Discussion  of  this  agenda  item  along  with  Member  Hillan’s  proposal  and  the  graphic  would  be  scheduled 
for  discussion  at  the  June  24  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting. 

5.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items.  (Information  and  Discussion) 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  there  would  be  a discussion  of  Committee  standards  and  procedure  for  the 
evaluation  criteria  and  possible  action  to  adopt  revised  criteria  and  nomination  form  to  recommend  to  the 
Council.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  Manzanita  tree  that  was  recommended  for  landmark  status  by 
the  Council  had  been  introduced  at  the  Board  of  Supervisors  meeting  and  would  be  heard  at  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  City  Operations  and  Neighborhood  Services  Committee  possibly  on  June  19.  Member  Blair 
reported  that  the  Rules  Committee  would  be  hearing  the  proposed  legislation  regarding  Urban  Forestry 
Council  membership  on  July  1 7 and  requested  that  members  attend  the  meeting. 

6.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Committee  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Committee’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda.  There  was  no  public  comment  at  this  time. 

7.  Adjournment.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  meeting  adjourned  at  6: 1 7 p.m. 

Approved: 
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COMMITTEE  MEMBERS:  Mike  Boss  (Chair),  Carolyn  Blair,  Steve  Griswold,  Malcolm  Hillan,  and  Mark 
Sustarich. 


1 . Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  4:00  p.m. 
Present:  Chair  Boss,  Members  Blair  and  Hillan;  Excused:  Members  Griswold  and  Sustarich. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  April  8,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Landmark  Tree  Committee 
Regular  Meeting.  (Explanatory  Document:  Approved  Minutes  of  the  April  8,  2008  Regular 
Meeting  (Discussion  and  Action) 

3.  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Criteria.  The  Committee  shall  continue  to  discuss  redefining  landmark  tree 
evaluation  criteria  and  discuss  criteria  used  in  other  jurisdictions.  (Continued  from  the  April  8,  2008 
Meeting)  (Explanatory  Documents  reviewed  in  Committee:  Original  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Criteria. 
Evaluation  Criteria  Revised  0503Q7.and  061008  Landmark  Tree  Criteria  Discussion)  (Discussion) 

Chair  Boss  reported  that  he  was  having  difficulty  applying  the  current  evaluation  criteria  to  site  evaluations 
as  certain  fields  (1)  had  greater  weight  than  others,  (2)  had  duplicate  meanings,  and  (3)  were  difficult  to 
interpret  on  how  it  affected  whether  the  tree  was  of  landmark  quality.  Chair  Boss  and  Coordinator  Hui 
presented  a landmark  tree  criteria  discussion  document  that  categorized  the  criteria  into  four  main  sections 
1)  physical;  (2)  environmental;  (3)  historical;  and  (4)  cultural  (see  explanatory  document  061008  Landmark 
Tree  Criteria  Discussion).  It  was  explained  that  one  of  the  fields  from  the  original  criteria  on  whether  the 
tree  extends  between  multiple  properties  was  not  included  as  it  was  felt  that  it  was  irrelevant  to  determining 
the  landmark  quality  of  the  tree,  and  other  criteria  had  encompassed  the  visibility  and  neighborhood 
appreciation  criteria  that  this  criteria  may  have  been  intended  for. 

Council  Chair  Milne  stated  that  “extends  between  multiple  properties”  should  be  preserved  because  it 
provides  information  on  whether  there  may  be  neighbor  un-appreciation,  and  could  provide  the  Council 
background  on  the  tree.  Committee  members  agreed  to  include  this  item  in  the  nomination  form  description 
under  “TREE  DESCRIPTION,  Location  of  Tree,”  by  adding  a checkbox.  Coordinator  Hui  suggested 
quantifying  how  it  extends  between  multiple  properties.  Council  Chair  Milne  asked  that  the  historical 
category  be  moved  to  number  2 because  historical  association  would  score  higher  in  terms  of  criteria  to 
consider  for  landmark  status.  Council  Chair  Milne  stated  that  if  the  criteria  would  remain  the  same  and  if  it 
was  just  a matter  of  prioritizing  and  defining,  that  the  Council  may  not  have  to  go  through  the  process  of 
sending  it  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  ratification,  and  it  could  just  be  ratified  by  the  Council. 
Coordinator  Hui  stated  that  if  criteria  were  to  be  left  out,  an  amendment  may  be  required.  Council  Secretary 
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Fish  reported  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  adopted  Landmark  Tree  Procedures  and  Criteria  that  included 
evaluation  criteria  and  a nomination  form  so  if  anything  were  to  be  revised  it  may  require  the  Board  to 
receive  a newer  version  or  to  readopt  a current  set  of  procedures.  Coordinator  Hui  stated  that  she  would  seek 
legal  advice  from  the  Deputy  City  Attorney  on  the  correct  process. 

Members  Blair  and  Hillan  requested  that  the  environmental  category  order  be  changed  as  follows:  (a) 
prominent  landscape  feature;  (b)  low  tree  density;  (c)  interdependent  group  of  trees;  (d)  accessible  from 
right  of  way  (e)  high  traffic  area;  (f)  wildlife  habitat  (g)  wind  and  sound  barrier,  and  (h)  erosion  control. 
Member  Hillan  requested  including  an  additional  section  on  type  of  species.  Coordinator  Hui  recommended 
using  the  term  rarity  instead  of  species  and  Member  Hillan  agreed.  The  priority  order  proposed  was  (1) 
rarity;  (2)  physical;  (3)  historical;  (4)  environmental,  and  (5)  cultural. 

Members  discussed  each  field  on  the  Evaluation  Criteria  and  proposed  revisions  (see  061008  Landmark 
Tree  Criteria  Revised  061008).  Chair  Boss  stated  that  the  next  phase  of  the  discussion  would  be  to  match 
the  nomination  form  with  the  revised  evaluation  criteria. and  possibly  suggest  additional  revisions.  Member 
Hillan  suggested  that  Coordinator  Hui  revise  the  nomination  form  to  match  the  revised  evaluation  criteria 
for  discussion  at  the  next  meeting.  Chair  Boss  stated  that  the  new  titles  and  definitions  agreed  to  in  the 
revised  evaluation  criteria  draft  may  also  be  reviewed  again  at  the  next  meeting. 

4.  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  after  Designation.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  shall  discuss 
methods  for  visibly  identifying  trees  that  have  received  landmark  tree  status  (Continued  from  the  April  8, 
2008  Meeting)  (Explanatory  Documents  reviewed  in  Committee:  (1)  Bench  marker  images.  (2)  061008 
Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  Proposal,  and  (3)  Benchmarker  Graphic  061008  061008 
Landmark  Tree  Identification)  (Discussion) 

Coordinator  Hui  stated  that  she  would  not  be  able  to  move  forward  with  working  on  fund  raising  or  creating 
a partnership  with  the  Department  of  Public  Works  (DPW)  or  others  on  this  effort  until  a decision  is  made 
by  the  Committee  and  Council.  Member  Hillan  presented  a proposal  for  visible  identification  of  landmark 
trees  that  consists  of  four  components,  a recommendation  for  permanent  markers,  and  associated  costs  and 
sources  for  markers  (see  explanatory  document  061008  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  Proposal). 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  she  had  met  with  Member  Hillan  and  created  a potential  marker  based  on 
their  discussion  (see  marker  graphic  061008  Landmark  Tree  Identification).  It  was  explained  that  the 
Monterey  Cypress  was  selected  to  appear  on  the  marker  as  it  is  the  official  San  Francisco  tree  that  is  located 
in  front  of  McLaren  Lodge  (even  though  it  is  not  yet  a landmark  tree).  Coordinator  Hui  stated  that  she 
would  also  checkADA  requirements  and  would  report  back  at  a future  meeting.  Coordinator  Hui  stated  that 
she  she  hopes  that  DPW  would  be  willing  to  install  the  markers  for  a nominal  expense,  but  it  would  still 
require  fund  raising  for  the  actual  markers.  Chair  Boss  recommended  adding  the  species  to  the  marker. 
Coordinator  Hui  explained  that  adding  the  species  would  be  an  ongoing  expense  that  would  require  funding 
to  run  the  program  whereas  numbered  plaques  would  not  be  an  ongoing  expense.  Member  Blair 
recommended  that  the  marker  should  state  “contact  the  Urban  Forestry  Council”  instead  of  “contact  the 
Department  of  the  Environment.”  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  marker  lists  the  Department  because  it 
maintains  the  most  infonnation  on  its  website,  but  it  could  be  another  entity  on  the  plaque.  Chair  Boss 
reported  that  more  consideration  has  to  be  given  to  including  the  species  on  the  marker  and  requested 
additional  infonnation  on  potential  costs. 


Discussion  of  this  agenda  item  along  with  Member  Hillan’s  proposal  and  the  graphic  would  be  scheduled 
for  discussion  at  the  June  24  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting. 

5.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items.  (Information  and  Discussion) 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  there  would  be  a discussion  of  Committee  standards  and  procedure  for  the 
evaluation  criteria  and  possible  action  to  adopt  revised  criteria  and  nomination  form  to  recommend  to  the 
Council.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  two  trees  that  were  recommended  for  landmark  status  by  the 
Council  had  been  introduced  at  the  Board  of  Supervisors  meeting  and  would  be  heard  at  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  City  Operations  and  Neighborhood  Services  Committee  possibly  on  June  19.  Member  Blair 
reported  that  the  Rules  Committee  would  be  hearing  the  proposed  legislation  regarding  Urban  Forestry 
Council  membership  on  July  17  and  requested  that  members  attend  the  meeting. 

6.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Committee  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Committee’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda..  There  was  no  public  comment  at  this  time. 

7.  Adjournment.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  meeting  adjourned  at  6: 17  p.m. 


Approved: 
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COMMITTEE  MEMBERS:  Mike  Boss  (Chair),  Carolyn  Blair,  Steve  Griswold,  Malcolm  Hillan,  and  Mark 
Sustarich. 


1 . Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  4:00  p.m. 
Present:  Chair  Boss,  Members  Blair  and  Hillan;  Excused:  Members  Griswold  and  Sustarich. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  April  8,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Landmark  Tree  Committee 
Regular  Meeting.  (Explanatory  Document:  Approved  Minutes  of  the  April  8,  2008  Regular 
Meeting  (Discussion  and  Action) 

3.  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Criteria.  The  Committee  shall  continue  to  discuss  redefining  landmark  tree 
evaluation  criteria  and  discuss  criteria  used  in  other  jurisdictions.  (Continued  from  the  April  8,  2008 
Meeting)  (Explanatory  Documents  reviewed  in  Committee:  Original  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Criteria, 
Evaluation  Criteria  Revised  050307, and  061008  Landmark  Tree  Criteria  Discussion)  (Discussion) 

Chair  Boss  reported  that  he  was  having  difficulty  applying  the  current  evaluation  criteria  to  site  evaluations 
as  certain  fields  (1)  had  greater  weight  than  others,  (2)  had  duplicate  meanings,  and  (3)  were  difficult  to 
interpret  on  how  it  affected  whether  the  tree  was  of  landmark  quality.  Chair  Boss  and  Coordinator  Hui 
presented  a landmark  tree  criteria  discussion  document  that  categorized  the  criteria  into  four  main  sections 
1)  physical;  (2)  environmental;  (3)  historical;  and  (4)  cultural  (see  explanatory  document  061008  Landmark 
Tree  Criteria  Discussion).  It  was  explained  that  one  of  the  fields  from  the  original  criteria  on  whether  the 
tree  extends  between  multiple  properties  was  not  included  as  it  was  felt  that  it  was  irrelevant  to  determining 
the  landmark  quality  of  the  tree,  and  other  criteria  had  encompassed  the  visibility  and  neighborhood 
appreciation  criteria  that  this  criteria  may  have  been  intended  for. 

Council  Chair  Milne  stated  that  “extends  between  multiple  properties”  should  be  preserved  because  it 
provides  information  on  whether  there  may  be  neighbor  un-appreciation,  and  could  provide  the  Council 
background  on  the  tree.  Committee  members  agreed  to  include  this  item  in  the  nomination  form  description 
under  “TREE  DESCRIPTION,  Location  of  Tree,”  by  adding  a checkbox.  Coordinator  Hui  suggested 
quantifying  how  it  extends  between  multiple  properties.  Council  Chair  Milne  asked  that  the  historical 
category  be  moved  to  number  2 because  historical  association  would  score  higher  in  terms  of  criteria  to 
consider  for  landmark  status.  Council  Chair  Milne  stated  that  if  the  criteria  would  remain  the  same  and  if  it 
was  just  a matter  of  prioritizing  and  defining,  that  the  Council  may  not  have  to  go  through  the  process  of 
sending  it  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  ratification,  and  it  could  just  be  ratified  by  the  Council. 
Coordinator  Hui  stated  that  if  criteria  were  to  be  left  out,  an  amendment  may  be  required.  Council  Secretary 
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Fish  reported  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  adopted  Landmark  Tree  Procedures  and  Criteria  that  included 
evaluation  criteria  and  a nomination  fonn  so  if  anything  were  to  be  revised  it  may  require  the  Board  to 
receiv  e a newer  version  or  to  readopt  a current  set  of  procedures.  Coordinator  Hui  stated  that  she  would  seek 
legal  advice  from  the  Deputy  City  Attorney  on  the  correct  process. 

Members  Blair  and  Hillan  requested  that  the  environmental  category  order  be  changed  as  follows:  (a) 
prominent  landscape  feature;  (b)  low  tree  density;  (c)  interdependent  group  of  trees;  (d)  accessible  from 
right  of  way  (e)  high  traffic  area;  (f)  wildlife  habitat  (g)  wind  and  sound  barrier,  and  (h)  erosion  control. 
Member  Hillan  requested  including  an  additional  section  on  type  of  species.  Coordinator  Hui  recommended 
using  the  term  rarity  instead  of  species  and  Member  Hillan  agreed.  The  priority  order  proposed  was  (1) 
rarity;  (2)  physical;  (3)  historical;  (4)  environmental,  and  (5)  cultural. 

Members  discussed  each  field  on  the  Evaluation  Criteria  and  proposed  revisions  (see  061008  Landmark 
Tree  Criteria  Revised  061008).  Chair  Boss  stated  that  the  next  phase  of  the  discussion  would  be  to  match 
the  nomination  fonn  with  the  revised  evaluation  criteria  and  possibly  suggest  additional  revisions.  Member 
Hillan  suggested  that  Coordinator  Hui  revise  the  nomination  form  to  match  the  revised  evaluation  criteria 
for  discussion  at  the  next  meeting.  Chair  Boss  stated  that  the  new  titles  and  definitions  agreed  to  in  the 
revised  evaluation  criteria  draft  may  also  be  reviewed  again  at  the  next  meeting. 

4.  V isible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  after  Designation.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  shall  discuss 
methods  for  visibly  identifying  trees  that  have  received  landmark  tree  status  (Continued  from  the  April  8, 
2008  Meeting)  (Explanatory  Documents  reviewed  in  Committee:  (1)  Bench  marker  images.  (2)  061008 
Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  Proposal,  and  (3)  Benchmarker  Graphic  061008  061008 
Landmark  Tree  Identification)  (Discussion) 

Coordinator  Hui  stated  that  she  would  not  be  able  to  move  forward  with  working  on  fund  raising  or  creating 
a partnership  with  the  Department  of  Public  Works  (DPW)  or  others  on  this  effort  until  a decision  is  made 
by  the  Committee  and  Council.  Member  Hillan  presented  a proposal  for  visible  identification  of  landmark 
trees  that  consists  of  four  components,  a recommendation  for  permanent  markers,  and  associated  costs  and 
sources  for  markers  (see  explanatory  document  061008  Visible  Identification  of  Landmark  Trees  Proposal). 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  she  had  met  with  Member  Hillan  and  created  a potential  marker  based  on 
their  discussion  (see  marker  graphic  061008  Landmark  Tree  Identification).  It  was  explained  that  the 
Monterey  Cypress  was  selected  to  appear  on  the  marker  as  it  is  the  official  San  Francisco  tree  that  is  located 
in  front  of  McLaren  Lodge  (even  though  it  is  not  yet  a landmark  tree).  Coordinator  Hui  stated  that  she 
would  also  checkADA  requirements  and  would  report  back  at  a future  meeting.  Coordinator  Hui  stated  that 
she  she  hopes  that  DPW  would  be  willing  to  install  the  markers  for  a nominal  expense,  but  it  would  still 
require  fund  raising  for  the  actual  markers.  Chair  Boss  recommended  adding  the  species  to  the  marker. 
Coordinator  Hui  explained  that  adding  the  species  would  be  an  ongoing  expense  that  would  require  funding 
to  run  the  program  whereas  numbered  plaques  would  not  be  an  ongoing  expense.  Member  Blair 
recommended  that  the  marker  should  state  “contact  the  Urban  Forestry  Council”  instead  of  “contact  the 
Department  of  the  Environment.”  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  marker  lists  the  Department  because  it 
maintains  the  most  information  on  its  website,  but  it  could  be  another  entity  on  the  plaque.  Chair  Boss 
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reported  that  more  consideration  has  to  be  given  to  including  the  species  on  the  marker  and  requested 
additional  information  on  potential  costs. 

Discussion  of  this  agenda  item  along  with  Member  Hillan’s  proposal  and  the  graphic  would  be  scheduled 
for  discussion  at  the  June  24  Urban  Forestry  Council  meeting. 

5.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items.  (Information  and  Discussion) 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  there  would  be  a discussion  of  Committee  standards  and  procedure  for  the 
evaluation  criteria  and  possible  action  to  adopt  revised  criteria  and  nomination  form  to  recommend  to  the 
Council.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  two  trees  that  were  recommended  for  landmark  status  by  the 
Council  had  been  introduced  at  the  Board  of  Supervisors  meeting  and  would  be  heard  at  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  City  Operations  and  Neighborhood  Services  Committee  possibly  on  June  19.  Member  Blair 
reported  that  the  Rules  Committee  would  be  hearing  the  proposed  legislation  regarding  Urban  Forestry 
Council  membership  on  July  17  and  requested  that  members  attend  the  meeting. 

6.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Committee  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Committee’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda.  There  was  no  public  comment  at  this  time. 

7.  Adjournment.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  meeting  adjourned  at  6:17  p.m. 


Approved:  August  12,  2008 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Urban  Forestry  Council 
Landmark  Tree  Committee 

NOTICE  OF  CANCELLED  MEETING 
Tuesday,  July  8,  2008,  4:00  p.m. 
Room  421,  City  Hall 


The  Tuesday,  July  8,  2008,  4:00  p.m.  Regular  Meeting  of  the 

Urban  Forestry  Council’s  Landmark  Tree  Committee  has  been 
CANCELLED.  The  next  Regular  Meeting  is  scheduled  for  Tuesday, 
August  12,  2008  at  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421,  One  Dr.  Carlton 
B.  Goodlett  Place  in  San  Francisco.  An  agenda  will  be  prepared  and 
distributed  at  least  72  hours  prior  to  the  meeting.  If  you  have  any 
questions,  please  contact  the  Council  Secretary  at  (415)  355-3709. 
You  may  also  visit  our  website  for  additional  meeting  information. 

Respectfully  submitted  by, 

Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Posted:  July  3,  2008 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Urban  Forestry  Council 
LANDMARK  TREE  COMMITTEE 
Regular  Meeting  Notice  and  Agenda 


DOCUMENTS  DEPT, 

AUG  07  200® 


Tuesday,  August  12,  2008,  4:00  p.m. 
City  Hall,  Room  421 
One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA 


COMMITTEE  MEMBERS:  Mike  Boss  (Chair),  Carolyn  Blair,  Steve  Griswold,  Malcolm  Hillan,  and  Mark 
Sustarich. 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  June  10,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Landmark  Tree  Committee 
Regular  Meeting  (Explanatory  Document:  June  10,  2008  Draft)  (Discussion  and  Action). 

3.  Hearing  on  Nomination  for  Landmark  Tree  Status.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  will  hold  a hearing  to 
determine  whether  the  tree  nominated  at  the  following  address  meets  the  criteria  for  designation  as  a 
landmark  tree  (Discussion  and  Action). 

Lombardy  Poplar  (Populus  nigra)  located  at  501  Octavia,  corner  of  Hayes  Street,  Assessor’s  Block 
0807,  Lot  004  (approximate)  (Explanatory  Documents:  Nomination  Forms,  Evaluation  Form,  and 
Pictures  081208  501  Octavia  Landmark  Nomination  Packet). 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing,  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  will  vote  on  whether  to  approve  or  reject 
the  nomination  and  shall  adopt  written  findings  to  support  its  decision  to  forward  to  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council.  The  Council  will  forward  approved  nominations  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  further 
consideration. 

4.  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Criteria.  The  Committee  shall  continue  to  discuss  redefining  landmark  tree 
evaluation  criteria  and  review  drafts  of  revised  tree  nomination  and  evaluation  forms  (Explanatory 
Documents:  Original  Criteria  for  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Drafts  and  Drafts  of  Revised  Tree  Nomination 
and  Evaluation  Forms  081208  Landmark  Tree  Forms  Discussion  Packet  and  Criteria  for  Landmark  Tree 
Evaluation  Drafts  Revised  061008)  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action). 

5.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items.  (Information  and  Discussion) 

6.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Committee  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Committee’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda. 

7.  Adjournment. 


Order  of  Business 

Public  Comment  will  be  heard  before  the  Committee  takes  action  on  any  item. 


/ 


Landmark  Tree  Hearing  Recommended  Guidelines 

The  Committee  Chair  has  the  discretion  to  change  speaker  order  or  length  of  time  for  each  speaker  if  the  Chair 
determines  the  request  to  be  reasonable. 


1 ) Sponsor  for  nomination  (8  min) 

2)  Staff  analysis  (8  min) 

3)  Property  owner’s  presentation,  including  outside  professional  staff  (8  min) 

4)  Affected  property  owner’s  presentation,  including  outside  professional  staff  (8  min) 

5)  Public  comment  (up  to  3 min/per  person) 

6)  Committee  Evaluation  Reports  (8  min  total) 

7)  Staff  Rebuttal  (3-5  min) 

8)  Property  Owner  Rebuttal  (3-5  min) 

9)  Affected  property  owner  rebuttal  (3-5  min) 

10)  Discussion  and  Action  by  Committee 

The  next  Landmark  Tree  Committee  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  September  9,  2008  at  4:00  p.m.,  Room  421,  City  Hall. 

Public  Comment 

At  this  time,  members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Committee  on  items  of  interest  that  are  within  the  subject  matter  jurisdiction  of  the 
Committee  but  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  Public  comment  will  be  taken  following  each  agendized  item.  Each  member  of  the  public 
may  address  the  Committee  for  up  to  three  minutes,  unless  otherwise  announced  by  the  Chair.  If  it  is  demonstrated  that  the  comments 
by  the  public  will  exceed  1 5 minutes,  the  Chair  may  continue  Public  Comment  to  another  time  during  the  itieeting. 

The  Brown  Act  forbids  the  Committee  from  taking  action  or  discussing  any  item  or  issue  not  appearing  on  the  posted  agenda.  This  rule 
applies  to  issues  raised  in  public  comment  as  well.  In  response  to  public  comment,  not  on  an  agendized  item,  the  Committee  is  limited 
to: 

1 . Briefly  responding  to  statements  made  or  questions  posed  by  members  of  the  public,  or 

2.  Request  staff  to  report  back  on  a matter  at  a subsequent  meeting,  or 

3.  Directing  staff  to  place  the  item  or  issue  on  a future  agenda  (Government  Code  Section  54954.2(a).) 

Disability  Access 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  Landmark  Tree  Committee  meetings  will  be  held  in  Room  421,  City  Hall,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place, 
San  Francisco,  CA.  The  Committee  meeting  room  is  wheelchair  accessible.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is  the  Civic  Center 
Station  at  United  Nations  Plaza  and  Market  Street.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  #42  Downtown  Loop,  and  #71 
Haight/Noriega  and  the  F Line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness  and  the  Metro  Stations  at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  at  Civic  Center.  For 
information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  923-6142.  There  is  accessible  curbside  parking  adjacent  to  City  Hall  on  Grove 
Street  and  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Veterans  Building  at  401  Van  Ness  Avenue  adjacent  to  Davies  Hall  and  the  War 
Memorial  Complex. 

The  following  services  are  available  on  request  48  hours  prior  to  the  meeting;  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the  deadline  shall 
be  4:00  p.m.  of  the  last  business  day  of  the  preceding  week:  For  American  sign  language  interpreters  or  the  use  of  a reader  during  a 
meeting,  a sound  enhancement  system,  and/or  alternative  formats  of  the  agenda  and  minutes,  please  contact  Monica  Fish  at  (415) 
355-3709  to  make  arrangements  for  the  accommodation.  Late  requests  will  be  honored,  if  possible. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity 
or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical  based 
products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals.  Individuals  with  chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities  should  call 
the  Mayor’s  Office  on  Disability  at  (415)  554-6789  or  (415)  554-6799  (TTY)  for  additional  information. 


<3 


Know  Your  Rights  Under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other 
agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted 
before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review.  For  more  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine 
Ordinance  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  Frank  Darby,  Jr.,  Sunshine  Task  Force 
Administrator,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4683  at  Phone  No.:  (415)  554-7724; 
Fax  No.:  (415)  554-7854;  E-mail:  sotf@sfqov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine 
Task  Force,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City’s  website  at  www.sfaov.org. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the  San 
Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  & Governmental  Conduct  Code  §2.100,  et.  seq]  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity. 

For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at:  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  252-3100,  fax  (415)  252-3112;  web  site  at  www.sfqov.org/ethics. 

Other  Important  Information 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be 
advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell 
i phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  Department  of  Environment,  11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco, 
California  between  the  hours  of  9 a.m.  and  5 p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department  of  Environment’s  webpage: 
http://sfgov.org/site/sfenvironment  meeting.asp?id=6101 2 (by  following  the  links  by  each  agenda  item),  by  following  the  links  by 
each  agenda  item  above,  or,  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e- 
I mail  at  Monica.Fish@Sfgov.org  within  three  business  days  of  a meeting.  If  any  materials  related  to  an  item  on  this  agenda  have  been 
I distributed  to  the  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  after  distribution  of  the  agenda  packet,  those  materials  are  available  for  public 
I inspection  at  the  Department  of  the  Environment,  11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102  during  normal  office  hours  or  will  be 
! made  available  at  the  meeting  website  link  http : //sfgov. org/ site/ sfenvironment  meeting. asp? id=6 1012  as  links  to  the  agenda  or 
] meeting  minutes  (by  item). 

1 When  bringing  handouts  to  meetings,  please  photocopy  on  both  sides  of  the  paper  and  try  to  use  post-consumer  recycled  or  tree-free 
! paper.  Also,  please  bring  sufficient  copies  of  handouts  for  both  the  Commission  and  the  public. 


Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 

TEL:  (415)  355-3709;  FAX:  415-554-6393 

Posted:  August  7,  2008 
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SAN  FRANCISCO  URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 


Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Form 


Disclaimer:  Any  information  you  include  on  this  form  will  be  part  of  the  public  record.  Anyone 
may  request  to  see  the  information  you  submit  for  a landmark  tree  nomination.  For  more  legal 
information,  see  the  last  page  of  this  form. 


Who  can  nominate  a landmark  tree? 

• An  authorized  nominator  is  a Supervisor,  head  of  a City  department  or  agency,  Planning 
Commissioner,  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  member,  or  property  owner. 

■ The  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board 
and  the  head  of  a City  department  or  agency  may  nominate  a tree. 

■ The  head  of  a City  department  or  agency  may  nominate  a tree  on  property  under  their 
jurisdiction.  City  departments  and  agencies  should  conduct  an  internal  approval  process 
before  nominating  a tree. 

■ A property  owner  may  nominate  a tree  on  his  or  her  property. 

■ A member  of  the  public  may  ask  an  authorized  nominator  to  nominate  a tree. 

I am  one  of  the  following  authorized  nominators 

□ Property  owner 

□ Board  of  Supervisor  member 

EH  Head  of  a city  department  or  agency 

□ Planning  Commission  member 

□ Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  member 

Please  note  that  a permit  will  be  required  for  any  future  removal  of  a landmark  tree. 

Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  810,  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  requests 
the  following  information. 


Authorized  nominator  (Supervisor,  Planning 
Commission,  Landmarks  Advisory  Board, 
Head  of  City  Department,  Property  Owner): 

' \ fn  \ K v y-..  1 (V 


Name 


’ 'J  ■ 


Address 


>C  eft  (Tm>  :•> 

Address  ~ 

15  bT)  • oo 

Phone  (day) 

L 


Fax# 

Email 


Property  owner: 


VifAAA  \U \W.U» 

Name 

Address  . 

\ i no 


Address 


.T  C ft  SMlo-1 


Phone (day) 


‘jivd  W:.-. » <'.A  > P Vs ;•  » 1 av\ . \ • 


Email 
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Member  of  the  public  who  initiated  nomination 
(if  applicable): 


Address 

, - < ' • • 

Address 

.^1-  'JAil  -L 

Phone  (day) 

f±lrt 

Fax  # 

U* 1--  \\  V ^ 1 ‘ I {V  \ 

Email 

I am  an  authorized  nominator  and  I support  this  nomination. 

Signature 

1 I i /pv.  Date 

. 

I am  the  property  owner  and  I grant  permission  for  city  staff  to  evaluate  the  nominated  tree  on  the 
property  with  advance  notice. 

Signature 

Date 


TREE  DESCRIPTION 

Tree  name  (species  and  common  name):  1 

Number  of  trees:  t*  tv  i . 

Street  address:  •-K.  \ Cx '■  \ ft  V \ ft  >1  ~ COV  C C i ’ >-  llilMr'.- 

Location  of  Tree:  □ Front  yard  □ Rear  yard  □ Side  yard  □ Corner-side  yard 

0 Public  right-of-way  0 Public  lands  □ Not  sure 

□ Other: 

GPS  units  (OPTIONAL):  

Height  feet 

Average  canopy  width1  ■ T.  • feet 
Circumference  at  chest  level2 3  lr>  l-  inches 
Circumference  at  ground  level3  li inches 

1 Distance  from  one  edge  to  opposite  edge  of  tree  canopy 

2 Distance  around  trunk  at  4.5  ft  off  the  ground.  httD://www.lsa-arbor.com/publications/tree-ord/heritaae.asDX 

3 Distance  around  trunk  on  the  ground  where  the  trunk  meets  the  soil. 


The  Urban  Forestry  Council  will  use  the  following  criteria  to  evaluate  each  potential  landmark  tree.  If  you 
need  more  space  to  describe  the  tree,  please  attach  additional  sheets. 


Updated  on  June  27,  2007 
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Raritv: Rare  Uncommon  Common  Other 

Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco.  Also  consider  rarity  in  California,  North  America,  world. 
Comment:  : : r C • ■ 


Size:  Large  Medium  Small 

Notable  size  (height,  diameter,  canopy  width)  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species. 
Comment:  itu  • l ‘ik-C-  . 


Aae:  Significantly  advanced  age  for  this  species  (known  or  estimated). 

Comment:  \'\&t>W<jy  lOoAl  X'XiG 


Historical  Association:  ^ ' • Yes  None  apparent 

Related  to  a historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 

Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  Hn  K.  . C i.c  -Vu>c^  X < tc.  . but 

SoguAexX  i^r-Yr " ■,-j  ijjoj-z,  -AVvii.  pnki  e>yv^Atrv^?  CaU \r\aAt  o ( A % > tx 

Ethnic  appreciation:  1’  ^ Yes  None  apparent 

Particular  value  to  certain  ethnic  groups  in  neighborhood  or  city. 

Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  Vim  2-  Ck\\w.v:.  ic('\  \ AvmLaCUXS  m OAiUX  tVfcA  y\i W2.g-Kc,\\S 

c\  a t1/  - c\\-e  Uu*  --C.U  ' C ■-  HtXcLl  v>£ 

Neighborhood  appreciation:  Yes  _s^_None  apparent 

Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or 
related  to  tree,  etc.  Attach  documentation: 

Describe: 


Planting  defines  neighborhood  character:  ^ Yes  No 

Contributes  to  neighborhood  aesthetic. 

Describe  contribution:  V.u  \v  \>q tukWt  Aj? -X  fA-ArCx ...»  XkjL 

IT  t\iV  • r)  XLY.' UiOxvM  VVUlC  yA  N-Wc\  C^bcuc-hoock 

Profiled  in  a publication  or  other  media:  Yes  ^ Unknown 

Tree  has  received  print,  internet,  and/or  video  media  coverage.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 

Describe  coverage:  
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High  traffic  area:  ^ Yes  No 

High  visibility,  possible  traffic  calming  effect. 
Describe:  1 ■ 


Low  tree  density:  Low  Moderate  High 

Tree  exists  in  a neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 

Describe:  i < Uta--  > ^ -wv  /■■■  •• , , W\s  b s-  i 

- - .* 

'V.,  A '-V.-Vo  > i:  Ik-:'-  S.  \)£  C.'CW'^V  j-\  fsW-Xj  £c\  Cbv;^(  ' 

Extends  between  multiple  properties:  Yes  No 

High  visibility,  multiple  neighbors  share  tree. 

Describe:  > - . ' ; ■ ‘ •.  V-.  M 

Vk>  C:.\  l u'  ly'-'  l W -y.  f '[.>  £-<\  tl\\  £ X "W.CMYY  ,Q<A/\  nrc  wV 

(\  vvv-  c . c 1 6- ■»  O / " r_t 

Access.ible.from  public  right-of-way:  _£_Yes  No 

High  visibility. 

Describe:  


Important  wildlife  habitat:  /.  Yes  No 

Wildlife  shelter  and/or  food  (observed  or  potential).  Describe  and  be  as  specific  as  possible. 

I'U\"  ('■  - * W u.  . < -K,  UxjvA:  , iji-i  l c.  & nVik c Wrr>  c vu  V <■ . 
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i:  yN  vr'  .■  -C  \Kr  \rvi 


T'b -fc&i 


..  <V  Wa.v.0  Wf  ^ v 


’ ’ Mi  1 Lc  -•  v\o( 


\-eoA  v- ^S»  IW  -Vt\^  T*o  ts.w<*/4 

Interdependent  croup  of  trees:  Yes  No 

This  tree  forms  a supercanopy  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on  adjacent  trees. 
Describe:  V'.uv  \ tic  nV»vu \V.j  "VivCa  w.t  U V/KvC  t\\  "t  u\k  x ac  \ 


£>A  "H>  W'*< 


\w 


VM?  \ A A:\C 
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Erosion  control:  Yes  No 

Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 

Describe: 


Wind  or  sound  barrier:  _* Yes  No 

i 

Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise. 

Describe:  \ v . •.  ■ ou?  t \‘  <\  A»’<  t*  ->< 
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Prominent  landscape  feature:  _^_Yes  No 

A striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible:  £ . \ \ ) \ \ u?  * ^ ^ * P* 

\ W"  M A •.  c , Vn\  XML  XlP  t 

Character-defining  form:  «/  Yes  No 

Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  particular  species. 

Describe:  • Vv.-  ' ■:  ■ _ : ■ - : - iil  - '• 


Tree  condition : „ Good  Poor  Hazard 

Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a hazard 


Describe:  -H 


■ K AO.  A V COf"lUr^  i & f\  (X,. H 


Vm&C\  Q\jOee  Is,  . " 

. ion  h ■ 1 w ■■■■  te> 

Additional  comments 


- » ^ ^ V ij.j  \ , U t<0  ' _rt-vci 

vW  r\H2C l*n-e./9  W <& mik  hxvuu 
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: V a , 
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If  you  have  any  questions  about  this  form,  tree  terms  or  tree  concepts,  please  contact  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council  staff  (below).  It  is  acceptable  if  you  cannot  provide  some  of  the 
information  requested  on  this  form.  i 


A photograph  of  the  tree  must  be  submitted  with  this  form. 


Please  attach  optional  supporting  documents  such  as  letters,  arborist  report,  etc. 


Send  to:  Urban  Forestry  Council,  c/o  Mei  Ling  Hui,  11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
OR  meiling.hui@sfgov.org 


Any  information  you  submit  will  be  part  of  the  public  record. 

The  Public  Records  Act  defines  a "public  record"  broadly  to  include  "any  writing  containing  information  relating  to  the  conduct  of  the 
public's  business  prepared,  owned,  used  or  retained  by  any  state  or  local  agency,  regardless  of  the  physical  form  or  characteristics." 
Govt.  Code  § 6252(e).  The  Sunshine  Ordinance  defines  "public  information"  as  the  content  of  "public  records"  as  defined  in  the 
Public  Records  Act.  Admin  Code  § 67.20(b).  Pursuant  to  the  Public  Records  Act  and  Sunshine  Ordinance,  this  document  is  a public 
record  and  will  be  available  to  the  public  upon  request,  at  the  hearing  site,  at  the  San  Francisco  Main  Library,  and  on  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council's  website.  Admin  Code  §§  8.16,  67.7  (b),  and  67.21(a). 


Application  received  date 

Received  bv 

Tree  evaluation  form 

UFC  recommendation  date 

Board  of  Supervisors  Decision  j 

Landmark  Tree  # 

Title  recorded  date 

Updated  on  June  27,  2007 
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Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 


Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  Section  810,  the  UFC  has  developed  these  criteria  for 
evaluating  potential  landmark  trees  in  San  Francisco.  When  evaluating  or  considering  potential  landmark  trees, 
please  consider  the  context  of  the  tree  within  its  site  location.  For  example,  a tree  on  PUC  land  may  not  have  the 
same  community  importance  that  a street  or  park  tree  would.  Use  comment  sections,  as  appropriate,  to  explain 
or  support  evaluation.  Attach  sheets  if  more  space  is  needed. 


Evaluator’s  name:  Mei  Ling  Hui 
Date  of  evaluation:  7/3/08 
Scientific  name:  Populus  nigra 
Common  name:  Lombardy  Poplar 
Street  address:  501  Octavia  Street 
Cross  streets:  Hayes 

Rare  Rare  / Uncommon  Common  Other 

Comment:  The  species  isn’t  unheard  of  in  the  City  and  yet  is  not  in  every  neighborhood.  It  is  also  not 
a common  a street  tree. 

Size:  / Large Medium  Small 

Comment:  approx  19.5”DBH,  21’  canopy  spread,  40’  tall.  It  is  the  tallest  street  tree  on  the  block  where 
it’s  growing. 

Age:  / Significantly  advanced  Not  significantly  advanced 

Comment: 

Historical  Association:  Yes  None  apparent 

Related  to  a historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 

Describe  nature  of  appreciation: 


Ethnic  appreciation:  Yes  / None  apparent 

Neighborhood  appreciation:  Yes  / None  apparent 

Planting  defines  neighborhood  character.  /Yes  No 

Contributes  to  neighborhood  aesthetic. 

Describe  contribution:  This  tree  contributes  in  that  it  is  a mature  tree,  of  the  same  height  as  the 
building  it  grows  alongside  and  is  one  of  the  species  which  is  planted  in  the  center  median  of  the 
Octavia  Street  on-ramp. 
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Profiled  in  a publication  or  other  media:  Yes  / Unknown 

Tree  has  received  print,  internet,  and/or  video  media  coverage.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 


High  traffic  area:  /Yes  No 

High  visibility,  possible  traffic  calming  effect. 

Describe:  Tree  is  a public-right-of-way  tree,  located  on  Octavia  street  at  the  comer  of  Hayes.  The  area 
is  a busy  shopping  corridor  with  mixed  used  retail  and  residential  buildings.  There  is  heavy  pedestrian 
traffic  associated  with  local  residents  who  live  in  the  area  and  with  shopping  and  dining  traffic.  There 
is  also  moderate  to  heavy  vehicle  traffic  on  Hayes  and  a block  away  with  the  Octavia  Street  on-ramp. 
The  park  associated  with  the  Octavia  Street  on-ramp’s  north  border  is  on  Hayes  at  Octavia,  and  is 
within  several  feet  of  the  tree  location.  There  is  also  an  easement  for  the  cafe  in  the  building  that  the 
tree  is  adjacent  too,  which  extends  alongside  the  tree  location.  Outdoor  diners  at  this  cafe  are  partially 
shaded  by  the  tree. 

Low  tree  density:  Low  /_  Moderate  High 

Does  the  tree  exists  in  a neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 

Describe:  There  are  street  trees  and  a neighboring  park. 

Extends  between  multiple  properties:  Yes  _/No 

High  visibility,  multiple  neighbors  share  tree. 

Describe:  Tree  is  located  in  the  sidewalk  alongside  a single  building. 

Accessible  from  public  right-of-way:  /Yes  No 
High  visibility. 

Describe:  See  description  regarding  “High  Traffic  Area.” 

Important  wildlife  habitat:  Yes  /No 

Wildlife  shelter  and/or  food  (observed  or  potential).  Describe  and  be  as  specific  as  possible. 

Describe:  None  apparent  to  me  and  none  that  I know  of  to  associated  with  this  tree. 

Interdependent  group  of  trees:  Yes  /No 

This  tree  forms  a supercanopy  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on  adjacent  trees. 
Describe:  Sidewalk  tree 

Erosion  control:  Yes  /No 

Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 

Describe:  Sidewalk  tree,  no  soil  to  prevent  erosion  of. 

Wind  or  sound  barrier:  Yes  /No 

Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise. 

Describe:  I cannot  quantify  this  answer.  The  tree  may  do  so  but  its  not  possible  for  me  to  tell  how 
much  it  mitigates  or  how  it  does  so. 
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Prominent  landscape  feature:  / Yes  No 

A striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible:  It’s  the  tallest  tree. 

Character-defining  form:  Yes  /No 

Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  particular  species. 

Describe:  The  tree  was  topped  at  some  point,  potential  more  than  once,  and  has  grown  in  new  sprouts 
which  are  now  roughly  1”  to  3”  in  diameter.  It  appears  to  have  two  or  more  major  trunks  from  which 
these  sprouts  are  growing.  The  tree  has  many  water-sprouts  growing  up  along  the  trunk  and  at  the 
point  where  it  was  topped,  roughly  halfway  up  the  total  current  height  of  this  tree.  The  dense  sprouting 
makes  it  difficult  to  discern  the  tree’s  branching  structure. 

Tree  condition:  Good  Poor  Hazard 

Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a hazard 

Describe: 

1-  The  leaves  appear,  overall,  to  be  a healthy  green  and  are  abundant.  A few  areas  of  browning  on  a 
few  of  the  leaves  may  be  explained  by  the  major  fire  event  at  the  building  that  took  place  within  the 
last  year  heat  from  the  fire  and  licking  flames  may  have  caused  these  browned  spots. 

2-  The  majority  of  the  upper  canopy  of  the  tree  may  be  made  of  only  water-sprouts  which  grew  in 
reaction  to  the  over  pruning/topping  of  this  tree.  I can’t  tell  if  a main  trunk(s)  still  exists.  From  the 
ground  it  looks  as  if  there  may  be  one  or  two,  from  the  third  floor  of  the  building  I couldn’t  discern  a 
leader. 

3-  A planter  box  was  built  around  the  base  of  the  tree  after  the  tree  was  established  and  mature.  This 
box  is  roughly  12”  tall  and  covers  the  entire  sidewalk  basin  cut  and  the  root  crown  of  the  tree.  This 
planter  box  is  not  a “doughnut  box”  and  allows  soil  to  be  in  contact  with  the  trunk  of  the  tree.  The  soil 
in  the  planter  box  is  moist  and  appears  to  be  regularly  watered  for  the  plants  in  the  box.  If  rot  has  not 
set  it,  it  will  likely  do  so  in  the  near  future.  The  box  should  be  removed  or  repaired  to  meet  City 
guidelines  for  planter  boxes  around  trees. 

4-  There  is  a wound  at  the  base  of  the  tree  on  the  street  side.  This  wound  is  roughly  2’xl.5’  and  is 
partially  buried  by  the  soil  in  the  planter  box.  The  wound  may  be  larger  and  extend  to  the  base  of  the 
trunk,  though  the  base  of  the  trunk  is  not  visible.  There  appears  to  be  areas  of  rot  in  this  wound,  which 
may  already  or  will  eventually  be  exacerbated  by  the  conditions  created  with  the  planter  box. 

The  canopy  of  the  tree  has  great  vitality.  I would  not  say  this  is  a structurally  sound  tree,  though  I can’t 
say  if  it’s  in  danger  of  imminent  failure  either. 


Additional  comments 

The  sidewalk  where  the  tree  is  planted  is  15’  wide.  There  is  a roughly  3’  of  space  between  the  tree  and 
the  street.  The  tree  is  planted  19’  from  the  property  line  on  the  approach  side  of  the  street-  replanting 
may  not  be  allowed  in  this  location. 
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Landmark  Tree  Criteria  Discussion 


4 Major  Sections: 

1.  Physical 

Examines  the  physical  aspects  of  the  tree 

2.  Environmental 

Examines  the  ecological  and  locational  aspects  of  the  tree 

3.  Historical 

Examines  the  history  of  the  specific  tree  as  well  as  the  value  of  the  specific  tree  and  the  species  to  historical 
groups 

4.  Cultural 

Examines  the  sociological  value  of  the  tree  to  the  current  population  of  the  neighborhood  and  City 


1.  Physical: 

a)  Rarity 

b)  Size 

c)  Age 

d)  Character  defining  form 

e)  Condition 

2.  Environmental: 

a)  Wildlife  habitat 

b)  Interdependent  group  of  trees 

c)  Erosion  control 

d)  Wind  or  sound  barrier 

e)  High  traffic  area 

f)  Low  Tree  density 

g)  Accessible  from  public  right  of  way 

h)  Prominent  landscape  feature 

3.  Historical: 

a)  Historical  association 

b)  Profiled  in  a publication  or  other  media 

4.  Cultural: 

a)  Neighborhood  appreciation 

b)  Ethnic  appreciation 

c)  Planting  defines  neighborhood  character 

d)  Profiled  in  a publication  or  other  media 

e)  Prominent  landscape  feature 
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Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 


Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  Section  810,  the  UFC  has  developed  these  criteria  for 
evaluating  potential  landmark  trees  in  San  Francisco.  When  evaluating  or  considering  potential  landmark  trees, 
please  consider  the  context  of  the  tree  within  its  site  location.  For  example,  a tree  on  PUC  land  may  not  have  the 
same  community  importance  that  a street  or  park  tree  would.  Use  comment  sections,  as  appropriate,  to  explain 
or  support  evaluation.  Attach  sheets  if  more  space  is  needed. 


Evaluator’s  name: 
Date  of  evaluation: 

Scientific  name: 

Common  name: 

Street  address: 

Cross  streets: 


Rarity 

Rarity: Rare  Uncommon  Common  Other 

Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco. 

Comment: 


Physical 

Size-  Large  Medium  Small 

Notable  size  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species  in  San  Francisco. 

Comment: 


Age:  Significantly  advanced  age  for  the  species. 
Comment: 


Distinguished  form:  Yes  No 

Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  species,  has  a majestic  quality  or  otherwise  unique  structure. 
Describe: 


// 
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Tree  condition:  Good  Poor  Hazard 

Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a hazard 
Describe: 


Historical 

Historical  Association:  Yes  None  apparent 

Related  to  a historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 
Describe  nature  of  appreciation: 


Profiled  in  a publication  or  other  media:  Yes  Unknown 

Tree  has  received  coverage  in  print,  internet,  video  media,  etc.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 
Describe  coverage: 


Environmental 

Prominent  landscape  feature:  Yes  No 

A striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible: 


Low  tree  density:  Low  Moderate  High 

Tree  exists  in  a neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 

Describe: 


Interdependent  group  of  trees:  Yes  No 

This  tree  in  an  integral  member  of  a group  of  trees  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on 
adjacent  trees. 

Describe: 


Visible  or  Accessible  from  public  right-of-way:  Yes  No 

High  visibility  and/or  accessibility  from  public  property. 

Describe: 


/? 
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High  traffic  area:  Yes  No 

Tree  is  located  in  an  area  that  has  a high  volume  of  vehicle,  pedestrian  or  bike  traffic  and  has  a 
potential  traffic  calming  effect. 

Describe: 


Important  wildlife  habitat:  Yes  No 

Species  has  a known  relationship  with  a particular  local  wildlife  species  or  it  provides  food,  shelter,  or 
nesting  to  specific  known  wildlife  individuals. 


Erosion  control:  Yes  No 

Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 

Describe: 


Wind  or  sound  barrier:  Yes  No 

Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise. 
Describe: 


Cultural 

Neighborhood  appreciation:  Yes  None  apparent 

Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or 

related  to  tree,  etc.  Attach  documentation: 

Describe: 


Cultural  appreciation:  Yes  None  apparent 

Particular  value  to  certain  cultural,  ethnic,  or  religious  groups  in  the  city. 
Describe  nature  of  appreciation: 


Planting  contributes  to  neighborhood  character.  Yes  No 

Tree  contributes  significantly  to,  or  represents,  neighborhood  aesthetic. 

Describe  contribution: 
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Profiled  in  a publication  or  other  media:  Yes  Unknown 

Tree  has  received  coverage  in  print,  internet,  video  media,  etc.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 
Describe  coverage: 


Prominent  landscape  feature:  Yes  No 

A striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible: 


Additional  comments 


<2/ 
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Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Form 

Disclaimer:  Any  information  you  include  on  this  form  will  be  part  of  the  public  record.  Anyone 
may  request  to  see  the  information  you  submit  for  a landmark  tree  nomination.  For  more  legal 
information,  see  the  last  page  of  this  form. 

Who  can  nominate  a landmark  tree? 

■ The  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  and  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory 
Board  may  nominate  a tree. 

■ The  head  of  a City  department  or  agency  may  nominate  a tree  on  property  under  their 
jurisdiction.  City  departments  and  agencies  should  conduct  an  internal  approval  process 
before  nominating  a tree. 

■ A property  owner  may  nominate  a tree  on  his  or  her  property. 

■ A member  of  the  public  may  ask  an  authorized  nominator  to  nominate  a tree. 

Please  note  that  a permit  will  be  required  for  any  future  removal  of  a landmark  tree. 

Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  810,  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  requests 
the  following  information. 

I am  one  of  the  following  authorized  nominators 

□ Property  owner 

□ Board  of  Supervisor  member 

□ Head  of  a city  department  or  agency 

□ Planning  Commission  member 

□ Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  member 


Authorized  nominator  (Supervisor,  Planning 
Commission,  Landmarks  Advisory  Board, 
Head  of  City  Department,  Property  Owner): 


Name 


Address 


Address 


Phone  (day) 


Fax  # 


Email 


Member  of  the  public  who  initiated  nomination 
(if  applicable): 


Name 


Address 


Address 


Phone  (day) 


Fax  # 


Email 


I am  an  authorized  nominator  and  I support  I am  the  property  owner  and  I grant 
this  nomination.  permission  for  city  staff  to  evaluate  the 

nominated  tree  on  the  property  with  advance 
notice. 


Signature 


Signature 


Date  Date 

o[  oL 
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The  Urban  Forestry  Council  will  use  the  following  criteria  to  evaluate  each  potential  landmark 
tree.  If  you  need  more  space  to  describe  the  tree,  please  attach  additional  sheets. 

TREE  DESCRIPTION 

Tree  name  (species  and  common  name):  

Number  of  trees: 

Street  address:  

Location  of  Tree:  □ Front  yard  □ Rear  yard  □ Side  yard  □ Corner-side  yard 

D Public  right-of-way  □ Public  lands  □ Not  sure 

□ Other: , 


If  the  tree  which  extends  beyond  multiple  properties: 

Which  part  of  the  tree  does  so? 

□ Trunk  □ Canopy 
Where  in  the  neighboring  area? 

□ Front  yard  □ Rear  yard  □ Side  yard  □ Corner-side  yard 

GPS  units  (OPTIONAL):  __ 

Height  feet 

Average  canopy  width  feet 

Distance  from  one  edge  to  opposite  edge  of  tree  canopy 

Circumference  at  chest  level  inches 

Distance  around  trunk  at  4.5  ft  off  the  ground.  httD://www.isa-arbor.com/publications/tree-ord/heritaae.asDX 

Grcumference  at  ground  level  inches 

Distance  around  trunk  on  the  ground  where  the  trunk  meets  the  soil. 
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Rarity 

Rarity: Rare  Uncommon  Common  .Other 

Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco. 

Comment: 


Physical 

Size:  Large  Medium  Small 

Notable  size  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species  in  San  Francisco. 

Comment: 


Age:  Significantly  advanced  age  for  the  species. 
Comment: 


Distinguished  form:  Yes  No 

Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  species,  has  a majestic  quality  or  otherwise  unique  structure. 
Describe: 


Tree  condition:  Good  Poor  Hazard 

Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a hazard 

Describe: 


Historical 


Historical  Association:  Yes  None  apparent 

Related  to  a historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 

Describe  nature  of  appreciation: 


Profiled  in  a publication  or  other  media:  Yes  Unknown 

Tree  has  received  coverage  in  print,  internet,  video  media,  etc.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 
Describe  coverage: 
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Environmental 

Prominent  landscape  feature:  Yes  No 

A striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible: 


Low  tree  density:  Low  Moderate  High 

Tree  exists  in  a neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 

Describe: 


Interdependent  group  of  trees:  Yes  , No 

This  tree  in  an  integral  member  of  a group  of  trees  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on 
adjacent  trees. 

Describe: 


Visible  or  Accessible  from  public  right-of-way:  Yes  No 

High  visibility  and/or  accessibility  from  public  property. 

Describe: 


High  traffic  area:  Yes  No 

Tree  is  located  in  an  area  that  has  a high  volume  of  vehicle,  pedestrian  or  bike  traffic  and  has  a potential 
traffic  calming  effect. 

Describe: 


Important  wildlife  habitat:  Yes  No 

Species  has  a known  relationship  with  a particular  local  wildlife  species  or  it  provides  food,  shelter,  or 
nesting  to  specific  known  wildlife  individuals. 


Erosion  control:  Yes  _No 

Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 

Describe: 


Wind  or  sound  barrier:  Yes  No 

Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise. 
Describe: • 
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Cultural 

Neighborhood  appreciation:  Yes  None  apparent 

Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or 
related  to  tree,  etc.  Attach  documentation: 

Describe:  


Cultural  appreciation:  Yes  None  apparent 

Particular  value  to  certain  cultural,  ethnic,  or  religious  groups  in  the  city. 

Describe  nature  of  appreciation: 


Planting  contributes  to  neighborhood  character:  Yes  No 

Tree  contributes  significantly  to,  or  represents,  neighborhood  aesthetic. 

Describe  contribution: 1 


Profiled  in  a publication  or  other  media:  _Yes  Unknown 

Tree  has  received  coverage  in  print,  internet,  video  media,  etc.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 
Describe  coverage: 


Prominent  landscape  feature:  Yes  _No 

A striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible: 


Additional  comments 
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If  you  have  any  questions  about  this  form,  tree  terms  or  tree  concepts,  please  contact  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council  staff  (below).  It  is  acceptable  if  you  cannot  provide  some  of  the 
information  requested  on  this  form. 

A photograph  of  the  tree  must  be  submitted  with  this  form. 

Please  attach  optional  supporting  documents  such  as  letters,  arborist  report,  etc. 

Send  to:  Urban  Forestry  Council,  c/o  Mei  Ling  Hui,  11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
OR  meiling.hui@sfgov.org 

Any  information  you  submit  will  be  part  of  the  public  record. 

The  Public  Records  Act  defines  a "public  record"  broadly  to  include  "any  writing  containing  information  relating  to  the  conduct  of  the 
public's  business  prepared,  owned,  used  or  retained  by  any  state  or  local  agency,  regardless  of  the  physical  form  or  characteristics." 
Govt.  Code  § 6252(e).  The  Sunshine  Ordinance  defines  "public  information"  as  the  content  of  "public  records"  as  defined  in  the 
Public  Records  Act.  Admin  Code  § 67.20(b).  Pursuant  to  the  Public  Records  Act  and  Sunshine  Ordinance,  this  document  is  a public 
record  and  will  be  available  to  the  public  upon  request,  at  the  hearing  site,  at  the  San  Francisco  Main  Library,  and  on  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council's  website.  Admin  Code  §§  8.16,  67.7  (b),  and  67.21(a). 
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URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 

CRITERIA  FOR  LANDMARK  TREE  EVALUATION  (DRAFT) 


Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  Section  810,  the  UFC  has  developed  these  criteria 
for  evaluating  potential  landmark  trees  in  San  Francisco.  When  evaluating  or  considering  potential 
landmark  trees,  please  consider  the  context  of  the  tree  within  its  site  location.  For  example,  a tree  on  PUC 
land  may  not  have  the  same  community  importance  that  a street  or  park  tree  would.  Use  comment  sections, 
as  appropriate,  to  explain  or  support  evaluation.  Attach  sheets  if  more  space  is  needed. 

Rarity:  Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco.  Also  consider  rarity  in  San -Francisco  (region  or 
ecological  zone). 

Size:  Notable  size  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species  in  San  Francisco. 

Age:  Significantly  advanced  in  age  for  this  species. 

Historical  Association:  Related  to  a historic  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 

Cultural  appreciation:  Particular  value  to  certain  cultural,  ethnic  or  religious  group  in  the  city. 

Neighborhood  appreciation:  Multiple  neighbors  appreciate  tree  as  shown  by  indicators  such  as 
letters  of  support,  petitions,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or  related  to  tree,  etc. 

Tree  contributes  to  - -? — neighborhood  character:  Tree  contributes  significantly  to  or 

represents  neighborhood  aesthetic. 

Prominent  landscape  feature:  A striking,  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Profiled  in  a publication  or  other  media:  Tree  has  received  coverage  in  print,  internet,  video, 
media,  etc,  coverage. 

High  tTraffic  areacalming  value: Tree  is  located  in  an  area  that  has  a high  volume  of 

vehicular,  pedestrian  or  bike  traffic  and  has  a potential  traffic  calming  effect. 

Low  tree  density:  Tree  exists  in  a neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 

Extends  between  multiple  properties:  High  visibility,  multiple  neighbors 
share  tree— consult  with  Deputy  City  Attorney  on  whether  criteria  can  be 
removed  without  readoption  bv  Board. 

Visible  or  Accessible  from  public  right-of-way.  High  visibility  and/or  accessibility  from  public 
property. 


Important  wildlife  habitat:  This  species  type  of  tree  has  a known  relationship  with  a particular 
local  wildlife  species  or  it  provides  food,  shelter,  or  nesting  to  specific  known  wildlife 
individuals. 

Interdependent  group  of  trees:  This  tree  is  an  integral  member  of  a group  of  trees,  and 
removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on  adjacent  trees. 


Krosion  control:  Tree  prevents  soil  erosion 


Wind  or  sound  barrier:  Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise 

(rTnwreRH^Ddistinguishedefinwgforni:  Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  particular 
species,  has  a majestic  quality,  or  otherwise  unique  structure. 

free  condition:  Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a hazard 


URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 

CRITERIA  FOR  LANDMARK  TREE  EVALUATION  (DRAFT) 

Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  Section  810,  the  UFC  has  developed  these  criteria 
for  evaluating  potential  landmark  trees  in  San  Francisco.  When  evaluating  or  considering  potential 
landmark  trees,  please  consider  the  context  of  the  tree  within  its  site  location.  For  example,  a tree  on  PUC 
land  may  not  have  the  same  community  importance  that  a street  or  park  tree  would.  Use  comment  sections, 
as  appropriate,  to  explain  or  support  evaluation.  Attach  sheets  if  more  space  is  needed. 

Rarity:  Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco. 

Size:  Notable  size  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species  in  San  Francisco. 

Age:  Significantly  advanced  in  age  for  this  species. 

Historical  Association:  Related  to  a historic  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 

Cultural  appreciation:  Particular  value  to  certain  cultural,  ethnic  or  religious  group  in  the  city. 

Neighborhood  appreciation:  Multiple  neighbors  appreciate  tree  as  shown  by  indicators  such  as 
letters  of  support,  petitions,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or  related  to  tree,  etc. 

Tree  contributes  to  neighborhood  character:  Tree  contributes  significantly  to  or  represents 
neighborhood  aesthetic. 

Prominent  landscape  feature:  A striking,  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Profiled  in  a publication  or  other  media:  Tree  has  received  coverage  in  print,  internet,  video, 
media,  etc. 

High  traffic  area:Tree  is  located  in  an  area  that  has  a high  volume  of  vehicular,  pedestrian  or 
bike  traffic  and  has  a potential  traffic  calming  effect. 

Low  tree  density:  Tree  exists  in  a neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 

Extends  between  multiple  properties:  High  visibility,  multiple  neighbors 
share  tree— consult  with  Deputy  City  Attorney  on  whether  criteria  can  be 
removed  without  readoption  by  Board. 

Visible  or  Accessible  from  public  right-of-way.  High  visibility  and/or  accessibility  from  public 
property. 

Important  wildlife  habitat:  This  species  has  a known  relationship  with  a particular  local 
wildlife  species  or  it  provides  food,  shelter,  or  nesting  to  specific  known  wildlife  individuals. 

Interdependent  group  of  trees:  This  tree  is  an  integral  member  of  a group  of  trees,  and 
removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on  adjacent  trees. 

Erosion  control:  Tree  prevents  soil  erosion 

Wind  or  sound  barrier:  Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise 


Distinguished  form:  Tree  is  an  example  of  good  fomi  for  its  species,  has  a majestic  quality,  or 
otherwise  unique  structure. 

Tree  condition:  Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a hazard 


Urban  Forestry  Council 
LANDMARK  TREE  COMMITTEE 
DRAFT  MEETING  MINUTES 


DOCUMENTS  DEPT. 


Tuesday,  August  12,  2008,  4:00  p.m. 
City  Hall,  Room  421 
One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA 


AUG  2 1 2008 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


COMMITTEE  MEMBERS:  Mike  Boss  (Chair),  Carolyn  Blair,  Steve  Griswold,  Malcolm  Hillan,  and  Mark 
Sustarich. 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  4:06  p.m. 
Present:  Chair  Boss,  Members  Griswold  and  Member  Milne  who  was  appointed  as  a temporary 
member  for  this  meeting.  Excused:  Members  Hillan  and  Sustarich;  Absent:  Member  Blair. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  June  10,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Landmark  Tree  Committee 
Regular  Meeting  (Explanatory  Document:  June  10,  2008  Approved  Minutes)  (Discussion  and  Action). 
Upon  motion  by  Chair  Boss  and  second  by  Member  Griswold,  the  June  10,  2008  Landmark  Tree 
Committee  Meeting  Minutes  were  approved  as  written  without  objection  (AYES:  Chair  Boss,  Members 
Griswold  and  Milne;  Absent:  Members  Blair,  Hillan  and  Sustarich). 

3.  Hearing  on  Nomination  for  Landmark  Tree  Status.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  will  hold  a 
hearing  to  determine  whether  the  tree  nominated  at  the  following  address  meets  the  criteria  for 
designation  as  a landmark  tree.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing,  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  will 
vote  on  whether  to  approve  or  reject  the  nomination  and  shall  adopt  written  findings  to  support  its 
decision  to  forward  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  The  Council  will  forward  approved  nominations  to 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  further  consideration.  (Discussion  and  Action). 

Lombardy  Poplar  (Populus  nigra)  located  at  501  Octavia,  corner  of  Hayes  Street,  Assessor’s 
Block  0807,  Lot  004  (approximate)  (Explanatory  Documents:  Nomination  Forms,  Evaluation  Form, 
and  Pictures  081208  501  Octavia  Landmark  Nomination  Packet). 

Sponsor  for  the  Evaluation 

Ms.  P.J.  Dayacamos,  initiator  of  the  nomination,  spoke  for  the  sponsor,  Director  Jared  Blumenfeld,  in 
support  of  recommending  landmark  tree  status.  Ms.  Dayacamos  reported  that  she  had  moved  to  the 
Hayes  Valley  neighborhood  in  October  of  1980  and  described  the  abundance  of  large  trees  that  were  in 
the  neighborhood  at  that  time,  including  the  tree  she  proposed  to  landmark.  Ms.  Dayacamos  stated  that 
in  her  review  of  the  landmark  tree  list,  she  noticed  that  there  were  no  Lombardy  Poplar  trees  previously 
landmarked,  and  that  she  has  not  seen  any  trees  of  this  species  in  San  Francisco  of  this  majesty. 
Reasons  that  were  provided  for  recommending  landmark  tree  status  included  tree:  size,  vitality,  history, 
neighborhood  appreciation,  noise  buffer,  is  a bird  habitat  that  has  served  as  a safe  haven  for  many 
birds  seeking  protection  from  raptors,  provides  shade  for  surrounding  buildings  and  people,  and  a 
prominent  landscape  feature  that  offers  a beautiful  view  from  the  surrounding  freeway  and  roads. 

Ms.  Dayacamos  reported  that  many  trees  in  the  neighborhood  had  been  chopped  down  for  the  sake  of 
improvements,  but  that  the  intersection  where  this  tree  resides  was  saved  because  of  its  landmark 
status  and  historical  affiliation.  It  was  explained  that  this  tree  is  the  largest  in  the  neighborhood  and  the 
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only  one  of  its  species.  Ms.  Dayacamos  stated  that  a Lombardy  Poplar  that  was  about  10-15  feet  away 
was  destroyed  by  abuse  and  neglect  of  the  property  management  company  that  took  over  in  the 
1990's,  and  that  her  objective  is  to  make  sure  that  this  tree  is  protected.  Ms.  Dayacamos  has  provided 
care  for  this  tree  over  the  years  and  explained  that  the  property  management  company  had  hired 
unqualified  workers  that  improperly  pruned  the  tree.  Ms.  Dayacamos  stated  that  trees  are  everybody’s 
business  because  of  San  Francisco’s  decreasing  urban  forest  and  should  be  protected  from  people 
who  do  not  want  to  learn  how  to  best  maintain  and  protect  street  trees  in  urban  forest  areas. 

Staff  Evaluation  Report 

Council  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  she  had  inspected  the  Lombardy  Poplar  tree  and  presented  a 
staff  evaluation  report  described  in  the  “Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria”  contained  in  the 
packet  501  Octavia  Landmark  Packet. 

Other  Reports:  Property  owners,  professional  staff  and  affected  property  owners  were  not  in 
attendance  to  provide  a report. 

Public  Comment 

Ms.  Dayacamos  described  her  intervention  with  the  property  owners  to  ensure  that  proper  care  would 
be  provided  for  the  tree  and  expressed  her  concern  that  she  was  told  to  mind  her  own  business.  It  was 
explained  that  the  property  owners  are  planting  undesirable  replacement  trees  for  the  ones  that  had 
been  destroyed  and  that  new  trees  that  have  been  planted  are  not  getting  proper  care  and  are  not 
surviving. 

Committee  Evaluation  Reports 

Chair  Boss  reported  that  he  had  inspected  the  Lombardy  Poplar  tree  and  discussed  his  evaluation 
report  presenting  findings  that  the  tree  (1)  is  an  uncommon  street  tree;  (2)  a medium-size  tree;  (3)  not 
of  advanced  age  as  it  appears  to  not  have  been  planted  long  before  1970;  (4)  is  typical  of  a Lombardy 
Poplar  that  may  have  been  topped  or  pruned  badly;  (5)  is  not  a majestic  or  a large  specimen;  (6)  is  not 
in  great  condition,  but  does  not  appear  to  be  a hazard;  (7)  does  not  have  historical  value  or  significance 
other  than  being  in  a potential  historic  site;  (8)  is  a prominent  landscape  feature,  in  an  area  of  moderate 
tree  density,  accessible  from  the  public  right  of  way;  (9)  is  not  in  a high-traffic  area;  (10)  not  an 
important  wildlife  habitat  because  it  does  not  appear  to  have  a particular  relationship  with  a particular 
wildlife  species,  although  there  is  a picture  of  a raven  in  the  tree;  (10)  no  evidence  of  it  providing  a wind 
or  sound  barrier,  (11)  neighborhood  appreciation  consists  of  one  vote  of  support;  (12)  no  evidence  of 
this  particular  species  being  important  to  various  religious  or  cultural  groups;  and  (13)  the  tree  does 
contribute  to  neighborhood  character  and  provides  shade  and  green  area  in  an  urban  setting. 

Chair  Boss  reported  that  the  tree  is  a wonderful  and  significant  street  tree  that  is  about  20  feet  in  height 
and  having  a diameter  greater  than  a foot,  so  by  definition  it  has  significant  street  tree  status  and  has 
protection  status  as  a result,  but  does  not  think  that  this  particular  specimen  of  a street  tree  should  be 
granted  landmark  status.  Member  Griswold  reported  that  there  is  something  compelling  about  the  tree 
being  the  last  remnant  of  a larger  planting  in  the  neighborhood  and  expressed  his  concern  on  the  lack 
of  representation  by  the  actual  owners  of  the  tree.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  she  had  complied  with 
noticing  requirements  and  the  property  owner  was  sent  a letter. 

Chair  Boss  stated  that  he  felt  the  planter  box  was  a detriment  to  the  health  of  the  tree,  is  a sidewalk 
intrusion  that  may  also  be  a code  violation,  and  asked  if  a citation  could  be  issued  by  the  Department  of 
Public  Works  urban  forester  in  order  to  protect  the  tree.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  her 
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understanding  is  that  planter  boxes  and  other  sidewalk  furniture  require  minor  sidewalk  encroachment 
permits,  which  are  almost  $900  each  for  the  permit  application  fee.  Based  on  the  history  of  the  care  of 
these  trees,  she  doubts  that  such  an  encroachment  permit  was  granted.  It  was  explained  that  there  is 
an  encroachment  permit  or  easement  that  the  cafe  next  door  has  been  granted.  Coordinator  Hui  stated 
that  even  though  it  is  a wide  sidewalk,  she  does  not  know  if  a sidewalk  encroachment  permit  would  be 
given  for  such  a structure  given  the  easement  and  other  things  going  on  in  the  sidewalk. 

Council  Member  Quirke  stated  that  he  believes  that  Ms.  Dayacamos’  primary  reason  for  recommending 
landmark  status  is  because  she  feels  the  property  owners  are  negligent  and  may  destroy  the  tree. 
Council  Member  Quirke  asked  if  there  are  protections  that  go  along  with  the  designation  of  “significant 
tree”  that  could  address  Ms.  Dayacamos’  concerns.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  significant  trees  are 
actually  trees  on  private  property  that  have  the  same  rights  as  street  trees  if  they  are  one  of  three 
certain  sizes,  are  at  least  20  feet  tall,  have  a foot  dbh  or  have  a canopy  spread  of  15  feet.  The  trees  on 
private  property  within  10  feet  of  the  public  right-of-way  that  meet  one  of  those  size  requirements  get 
the  same  protections  as  street  trees.  Chair  Boss  stated  that  he  thought  it  was  any  tree  within  ten  feet 
of  a public  right-of-way  that  meets  the  size  requirements.  Member  Milne  stated  that  within  10  feet  of  a 
public  right  of  way  does  not  mean  in  the  public  right  of  way.  It  was  explained  that  the  legislation  was 
drafted  to  include  private  property  trees  by  naming  them  as  significant.  Coordinator  Hui  stated  that  the 
purpose  of  the  legislation  was  to  protect  big  trees  on  private  property  that  are  close  to  the  public  right- 
of-way  and  to  give  them  the  same  rights  as  right-of-way  public  property  trees.  Council  Member  Quirke 
asked  if  that  would  mean  that  significant  trees  do  not  have  protection.  Member  Milne  explained  that  the 
protection  lies  in  the  fact  that  you  would  have  to  apply  for  a permit  to  remove  the  tree.  Chair  Boss 
recommended  that  the  Committee  at  a future  meeting  summarize  what  different  hurdles  and  barriers 
there  are  to  removing  significant  trees.  Chair  Boss  stated  that  he  would  also  be  interested  in  examining 
why  Lombardy  Poplars  are  uncommon  street  trees  in  San  Francisco. 

Discussion  and  Action  by  Committee 

Chair  Boss  stated  that  he  does  not  believe  that  the  tree  rises  to  the  level  of  landmark  tree  status  and 
the  level  of  protection  it  should  be  afforded  is  not  an  argument  or  criteria  used  to  apply  whether  the  tree 
is  of  landmark  quality  or  not.  It  was  explained  that  there  are  other  ways  to  protect  the  tree  without 
invoking  landmark  tree  status,  e.g.,  the  Committee  could  consider  adding  its  weight  to  recommend  that 
a citation  be  issued  to  remove  the  planter  box.  Chair  Boss  agreed  that  it  would  be  a shame  to  lose  the 
tree  as  it  provides  a valuable  function,  but  did  not  feel  that  it  met  the  criteria  of  a landmark  tree  in  that  it 
has  health  and  structural  problems  and  because  of  its  lack  of  age  and  size  for  the  species.  It  was  stated 
that  it  is  important  to  tell  people  that  this  tree  is  legally  protected  by  the  City  of  San  Francisco  and  its 
residents  and  there  are  consequences  for  violation.  Member  Milne  stated  that  the  Council  could  ask 
their  department  representatives  if  they  would  be  interested  in  sending  official  letters  to  the  property 
owner  advising  them  of  the  protection  that  this  tree  does  have.  Member  Milne  thanked  Ms.  Dayacamos 
for  her  time  and  research  into  this  effort.  Ms.  Dayacamos  stated  that  she  would  do  whatever  she  could 
to  facilitate  protection  of  the  tree. 

Upon  Motion  by  Chair  Boss  and  second  by  Member  Griswold,  the  Lombardy  Poplar  at  501 
Octavia  Street  was  not  recommended  for  landmark  tree  status  (AYES:  Chair  Boss,  Members 
Griswold  and  Milne;  Absent:  Members  Blair,  Hillan  and  Sustarich).  The  recommendation  would 
be  forwarded  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  consider  and  vote  on  at  their  August  26,  2008 
meeting. 

4.  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Criteria.  The  Committee  shall  continue  to  discuss  redefining  landmark 
tree  evaluation  criteria  and  review  drafts  of  revised  tree  nomination  and  evaluation  forms  (Explanatory 
Documents:  Original  Criteria  for  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Drafts  and  Drafts  of  Revised  Tree 
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Nomination  and  Evaluation  Forms  081208  Landmark  Tree  Forms  Discussion  Packet  and  Criteria  for 
Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Drafts  Revised  0610081  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action). 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  explanatory  documents  include  the  revised  landmark  tree  evaluation 
criteria  description,  evaluation  form  criteria  by  section,  and  revised  landmark  tree  evaluation  and 
nomination  forms.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  revisions  to  the  criteria  would  have  to  be  approved  by 
the  Council  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  but  internal  forms  such  as  the  nomination  and  evaluation 
forms  would  only  have  to  be  approved  by  the  Council.  Members  discussed  and  provided 
recommendations  for  revisions  to  the  landmark  tree  evaluation  criteria,  and  evaluation  and  nomination 
forms. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Milne  and  second  by  Chair  Boss,  without  objection,  the  Committee 
approved  for  recommendation  to  the  Council  revision  of  the  landmark  tree  evaluation  criteria 
and  landmark  tree  evaluation  and  nomination  forms  as  amended  in  Committee.  Coordinator  Hui 
would  present  the  revised  landmark  tree  evaluation  criteria  to  the  Deputy  City  Attorney  to 
determine  whether  the  revisions  would  have  to  be  readopted  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and 
would  report  back  to  the  Council.  (Absent:  Members  Blair,  Hillan  and  Sustarich)  (Explanatory 
Documents:  Amended  Evaluation  and  Nomination  Forms  Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Form 
Amended  061008:  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  Amended  081208  and  Criteria  for  Landmark  Tree 
Evaluation  Drafts  Revised  061008.) 

5.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items.  (Information  and  Discussion)  Chair  Boss  requested  an  update 
on  the  Black  Acacia  tree  nomination  at  1245  Masonic  Avenue  that  the  Council  considered  for  landmark 
tree  status.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  Council  forwarded  the  nomination  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  without  recommendation  because  it  was  a split  vote.  It  was  explained  that  the  sponsoring 
Supervisor  met  with  the  property  owners  and  several  neighbors  and  decided  to  not  bring  the  legislation 
for  landmark  tree  status  for  hearing  before  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  Chair  Boss  recommended  an 
agenda  item  to  discuss  landmark  tree  outreach. 

6.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Committee  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Committee’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda.  There  was  no  public  comment  at  this  time. 

7.  Adjournment.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  Landmark  Tree  Committee  adjourned  at  5:30  p.m. 

Approved: 
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COMMITTEE  MEMBERS:  Mike  Boss  (Chair),  Carolyn  Blair,  Steve  Griswold,  Malcolm  Hillan,  and  Mark 
Sustarich. 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  4:06  p.m. 
Present:  Chair  Boss,  Members  Griswold  and  Member  Milne  who  was  appointed  as  a temporary 
member  for  this  meeting.  Excused:  Members  Hillan  and  Sustarich;  Absent:  Member  Blair. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  June  10,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Landmark  Tree  Committee 
Regular  Meeting  (Explanatory  Document:  June  10,  2008  Approved  Minutes)  (Discussion  and  Action). 
Upon  motion  by  Chair  Boss  and  second  by  Member  Griswold,  the  June  10,  2008  Landmark  Tree 
Committee  Meeting  Minutes  were  approved  as  written  without  objection  (AYES:  Chair  Boss,  Members 
Griswold  and  Milne;  Absent:  Members  Blair,  Hillan  and  Sustarich). 

3.  Hearing  on  Nomination  for  Landmark  Tree  Status.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  will  hold  a 
hearing  to  determine  whether  the  tree  nominated  at  the  following  address  meets  the  criteria  for 
designation  as  a landmark  tree.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing,  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  will 
vote  on  whether  to  approve  or  reject  the  nomination  and  shall  adopt  written  findings  to  support  its 
decision  to  forward  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  The  Council  will  forward  approved  nominations  to 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  further  consideration.  (Discussion  and  Action). 

Lombardy  Poplar  (Populus  nigra)  located  at  501  Octavia,  corner  of  Hayes  Street,  Assessor’s 
Block  0807,  Lot  004  (approximate)  (Explanatory  Documents:  Nomination  Forms,  Evaluation  Form, 
and  Pictures  081208  501  Octavia  Landmark  Nomination  Packet). 

Sponsor  for  the  Evaluation 

Ms.  P.J.  Dayacamos,  initiator  of  the  nomination,  spoke  for  the  sponsor,  Director  Jared  Blumenfeld,  in 
support  of  recommending  landmark  tree  status.  Ms.  Dayacamos  reported  that  she  had  moved  to  the 
Hayes  Valley  neighborhood  in  October  of  1980  and  described  the  abundance  of  large  trees  that  were  in 
the  neighborhood  at  that  time,  including  the  tree  she  proposed  to  landmark.  Ms.  Dayacamos  stated  that 
in  her  review  of  the  landmark  tree  list,  she  noticed  that  there  were  no  Lombardy  Poplar  trees  previously 
landmarked,  and  that  she  has  not  seen  any  trees  of  this  species  in  San  Francisco  of  this  majesty. 
Reasons  that  were  provided  for  recommending  landmark  tree  status  included  tree:  size,  vitality,  history, 
neighborhood  appreciation,  noise  buffer,  is  a bird  habitat  that  has  served  as  a safe  haven  for  many 
birds  seeking  protection  from  raptors,  provides  shade  for  surrounding  buildings  and  people,  and  a 
prominent  landscape  feature  that  offers  a beautiful  view  from  the  surrounding  freeway  and  roads. 

Ms.  Dayacamos  reported  that  many  trees  in  the  neighborhood  had  been  chopped  down  for  the  sake  of 
improvements,  but  that  the  intersection  where  this  tree  resides  was.  saved  because  of  its  landmark 
status  and  historical  affiliation.  It  was  explained  that  this  tree  is  the  largest  in  the  neighborhood  and  the 
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only  one  of  its  species.  Ms.  Dayacamos  stated  that  a Lombardy  Poplar  that  was  about  10-15  feet  away 
was  destroyed  by  abuse  and  neglect  of  the  property  management  company  that  took  over  in  the 
1990's,  and  that  her  objective  is  to  make  sure  that  this  tree  is  protected.  Ms.  Dayacamos  has  provided 
care  for  this  tree  over  the  years  and  explained  that  the  property  management  company  had  hired 
unqualified  workers  that  improperly  pruned  the  tree.  Ms.  Dayacamos  stated  that  trees  are  everybody’s 
business  because  of  San  Francisco’s  decreasing  urban  forest  and  should  be  protected  from  people 
who  do  not  want  to  learn  how  to  best  maintain  and  protect  street  trees  in  urban  forest  areas. 

Staff  Evaluation  Report 

Council  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  she  had  inspected  the  Lombardy  Poplar  tree  and  presented  a 
staff  evaluation  report  described  in  the  “Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria”  contained  in  the 
packet  501  Octavia  Landmark  Packet. 

Other  Reports:  Property  owners,  professional  staff  and  affected  property  owners  were  not  in 
attendance  to  provide  a report. 

Public  Comment 

Ms.  Dayacamos  described  her  intervention  with  the  property  owners  to  ensure  that  proper  care  would 
be  provided  for  the  tree  and  expressed  her  concern  that  she  was  told  to  mind  her  own  business.  It  was 
explained  that  the  property  owners  are  planting  undesirable  replacement  trees  for  the  ones  that  had 
been  destroyed  and  that  new  trees  that  have  been  planted  are  not  getting  proper  care  and  are  not 
surviving. 

Committee  Evaluation  Reports 

Chair  Boss  reported  that  he  had  inspected  the  Lombardy  Poplar  tree  and  discussed  his  evaluation 
report  presenting  findings  that  the  tree  (1)  is  an  uncommon  street  tree;  (2)  a medium-size  tree;  (3)  not 
of  advanced  age  as  it  appears  to  not  have  been  planted  long  before  1970;  (4)  is  typical  of  a Lombardy 
Poplar  that  may  have  been  topped  or  pruned  badly;  (5)  is  not  a majestic  or  a large  specimen;  (6)  is  not 
in  great  condition,  but  does  not  appear  to  be  a hazard;  (7)  does  not  have  historical  value  or  significance 
other  than  being  in  a potential  historic  site;  (8)  is  a prominent  landscape  feature,  in  an  area  of  moderate 
tree  density,  accessible  from  the  public  right  of  way;  (9)  is  not  in  a high-traffic  area;  (10)  not  an 
important  wildlife  habitat  because  it  does  not  appear  to  have  a particular  relationship  with  a particular 
wildlife  species,  although  there  is  a picture  of  a raven  in  the  tree;  (10)  no  evidence  of  it  providing  a wind 
or  sound  barrier,  (11)  neighborhood  appreciation  consists  of  one  vote  of  support;  (12)  no  evidence  of 
this  particular  species  being  important  to  various  religious  or  cultural  groups;  and  (13)  the  tree  does 
contribute  to  neighborhood  character  and  provides  shade  and  green  area  in  an  urban  setting. 

Chair  Boss  reported  that  the  tree  is  a wonderful  and  significant  street  tree  that  is  about  20  feet  in  height 
and  having  a diameter  greater  than  a foot,  so  by  definition  it  has  significant  street  tree  status  and  has 
protection  status  as  a result,  but  does  not  think  that  this  particular  specimen  of  a street  tree  should  be 
granted  landmark  status.  Member  Griswold  reported  that  there  is  something  compelling  about  the  tree 
being  the  last  remnant  of  a larger  planting  in  the  neighborhood  and  expressed  his  concern  on  the  lack 
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of  representation  by  the  actual  owners  of  the  tree.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  she  had  complied  with 
noticing  requirements  and  the  property  owner  was  sent  a letter. 

Chair  Boss  stated  that  he  felt  the  planter  box  was  a detriment  to  the  health  of  the  tree,  is  a sidewalk 
intrusion  that  may  also  be  a code  violation,  and  asked  if  a citation  could  be  issued  by  the  Department  of 
Public  Works  urban  forester  in  order  to  protect  the  tree.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  her 
understanding  is  that  planter  boxes  and  other  sidewalk  furniture  require  minor  sidewalk  encroachment 
permits,  which  are  almost  $900  each  for  the  permit  application  fee.  Based  on  the  history  of  the  care  of 
these  trees,  she  doubts  that  such  an  encroachment  permit  was  granted.  It  was  explained  that  there  is 
an  encroachment  permit  or  easement  that  the  cafe  next  door  has  been  granted.  Coordinator  Hui  stated 
that  even  though  it  is  a wide  sidewalk,  she  does  not  know  if  a sidewalk  encroachment  permit  would  be 
given  for  such  a structure  given  the  easement  and  other  things  going  on  in  the  sidewalk. 

Council  Member  Quirke  stated  that  he  believes  that  Ms.  Dayacamos’  primary  reason  for  recommending 
landmark  status  is  because  she  feels  the  property  owners  are  negligent  and  may  destroy  the  tree. 
Council  Member  Quirke  asked  if  there  are  protections  that  go  along  with  the  designation  of  “significant 
tree”  that  could  address  Ms.  Dayacamos’  concerns.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  significant  trees  are 
actually  trees  on  private  property  that  have  the  same  rights  as  street  trees  if  they  are  one  of  three 
certain  sizes,  are  at  least  20  feet  tall,  have  a foot  dbh  or  have  a canopy  spread  of  15  feet.  The  trees  on 
private  property  within  10  feet  of  the  public  right-of-way  that  meet  one  of  those  size  requirements  get 
the  same  protections  as  street  trees.  Chair  Boss  stated  that  he  thought  it  was  any  tree  within  ten  feet 
of  a public  right-of-way  that  meets  the  size  requirements.  Member  Milne  stated  that  within  10  feet  of  a 
public  right  of  way  does  not  mean  in  the  public  right  of  way.  It  was  explained  that  the  legislation  was 
drafted  to  include  private  property  trees  by  naming  them  as  significant.  Coordinator  Hui  stated  that  the 
purpose  of  the  legislation  was  to  protect  big  trees  on  private  property  that  are  close  to  the  public  right- 
of-way  and  to  give  them  the  same  rights  as  right-of-way  public  property  trees.  Council  Member  Quirke 
asked  if  that  would  mean  that  significant  trees  do  not  have  protection.  Member  Milne  explained  that  the 
protection  lies  in  the  fact  that  you  would  have  to  apply  for  a permit  to  remove  the  tree.  Chair  Boss 
recommended  that  the  Committee  at  a future  meeting  summarize  what  different  hurdles  and  barriers 
there  are  to  removing  significant  trees.  Chair  Boss  stated  that  he  would  also  be  interested  in  examining 
why  Lombardy  Poplars  are  uncommon  street  trees  in  San  Francisco. 

Discussion  and  Action  by  Committee 

Chair  Boss  stated  that  he  does  not  believe  that  the  tree  rises  to  the  level  of  landmark  tree  status  and 
the  level  of  protection  it  should  be  afforded  is  not  an  argument  or  criteria  used  to  apply  whether  the  tree 
is  of  landmark  quality  or  not.  It  was  explained  that  there  are  other  ways  to  protect  the  tree  without 
invoking  landmark  tree  status,  e.g.,  the  Committee  could  consider  adding  its  weight  to  recommend  that 
a citation  be  issued  to  remove  the  planter  box.  Chair  Boss  agreed  that  it  would  be  a shame  to  lose  the 
tree  as  it  provides  a valuable  function,  but  did  not  feel  that  it  met  the  criteria  of  a landmark  tree  in  that  it 
has  health  and  structural  problems  and  because  of  its  lack  of  age  and  size  for  the  species.  It  was  stated 
that  it  is  important  to  tell  people  that  this  tree  is  legally  protected  by  the  City  of  San  Francisco  and  its 
residents  and  there  are  consequences  for  violation.  Member  Milne  stated  that  the  Council  could  ask 
their  department  representatives  if  they  would  be  interested  in  sending  official  letters  to  the  property 
owner  advising  them  of  the  protection  that  this  tree  does  have.  Member  Milne  thanked  Ms.  Dayacamos 
for  her  time  and  research  into  this  effort.  Ms.  Dayacamos  stated  that  she  would  do  whatever  she  could 
to  facilitate  protection  of  the  tree. 
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Upon  Motion  by  Chair  Boss  and  second  by  Member  Griswold,  the  Lombardy  Poplar  at  501 
Octavia  Street  was  not  recommended  for  landmark  tree  status  (AYES:  Chair  Boss,  Members 
Griswold  and  Milne;  Absent:  Members  Blair,  Hillan  and  Sustarich).  The  recommendation  would 
be  forwarded  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  consider  and  vote  on  at  their  August  26,  2008 
meeting. 

4.  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Criteria.  The  Committee  shall  continue  to  discuss  redefining  landmark 
tree  evaluation  criteria  and  review  drafts  of  revised  tree  nomination  and  evaluation  forms  (Explanatory 
Documents:  Original  Criteria  for  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Drafts  and  Drafts  of  Revised  Tree 
Nomination  and  Evaluation  Forms  081208  Landmark  Tree  Forms  Discussion  Packet  and  Criteria  for 
Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Drafts  Revised  061008)  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action). 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  explanatory  documents  include  the  revised  landmark  tree  evaluation 
criteria  description,  evaluation  form  criteria  by  section,  and  revised  landmark  tree  evaluation  and 
nomination  forms.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  revisions  to  the  criteria  would  have  to  be  approved  by 
the  Council  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  but  internal  forms  such  as  the  nomination  and  evaluation 
forms  would  only  have  to  be  approved  by  the  Council.  Members  discussed  and  provided 
recommendations  for  revisions  to  the  landmark  tree  evaluation  criteria,  and  evaluation  and  nomination 
forms. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Milne  and  second  by  Chair  Boss,  without  objection,  the  Committee 
approved  for  recommendation  to  the  Council  revision  of  the  landmark  tree  evaluation  criteria 
and  landmark  tree  evaluation  and  nomination  forms  as  amended  in  Committee.  Coordinator  Hui 
would  present  the  revised  landmark  tree  evaluation  criteria  to  the  Deputy  City  Attorney  to 
determine  whether  the  revisions  would  have  to  be  readopted  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and 
would  report  back  to  the  Council.  (Absent:  Members  Blair,  Hillan  and  Sustarich)  (Explanatory 
Documents:  Amended  Evaluation  and  Nomination  Forms  Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Form 
Amended  061008:  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  Amended  081208  and  Criteria  for  Landmark  Tree 
Evaluation  Drafts  Revised  061008.) 

5.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items.  (Information  and  Discussion)  Chair  Boss  requested  an  update 
on  the  Black  Acacia  tree  nomination  at  1245  Masonic  Avenue  that  the  Council  considered  for  landmark 
tree  status.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  Council  forwarded  the  nomination  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  without  recommendation  because  it  was  a split  vote.  It  was  explained  that  the  sponsoring 
Supervisor  met  with  the  property  owners  and  several  neighbors  and  decided  to  not  bring  the  legislation 
for  landmark  tree  status  for  hearing  before  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  Chair  Boss  recommended  an 
agenda  item  to  discuss  landmark  tree  outreach. 

6.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Committee  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Committee’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda.  There  was  no  public  comment  at  this  time. 

7.  Adjournment.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  Landmark  Tree  Committee  adjourned  at  5:30  p.m. 


Approved:  November  17,  2008 
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Room  421,  City  Hall 


The  Tuesday,  September  9,  2008,  4:00  p.m.  Regular  Meeting  of 

the  Urban  Forestry  Council’s  Landmark  Tree  Committee  has  been 
CANCELLED.  The  next  Regular  Meeting  is  scheduled  for  Tuesday, 
October  14,  2008  at  4:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  421 , One  Dr. 
Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place  in  San  Francisco.  An  agenda  will  be 
prepared  and  distributed  at  least  72  hours  prior  to  the  meeting.  If  you 
have  any  questions,  please  contact  the  Council  Secretary  at  (415) 
355-3709.  You  may  also  visit  our  website  for  additional  meeting 
information. 

Respectfully  submitted  by, 

Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Posted:  September  2,  2008 
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San  Francisco 
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Landmark  Tree  Committee 

NOTICE  OF  CANCELLED  MEETING 

Tuesday,  October  14,  2008,  4:00  p.m. 

Room  421,  City  Hall 


The  Tuesday,  October  14,  2008,  4:00  p.m.  Regular  Meeting  of  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council’s  Landmark  Tree  Committee  has  been  CANCELLED.  An 
agenda  will  be  prepared  and  distributed  at  least  72  hours  prior  to  the  next 
scheduled  meeting.  If  you  have  any  questions,  please  contact  the  Council 
Secretary  at  (41 5)  355-3709.  You  may  also  visit  our  website  for  additional 
meeting  information. 


Respectfully  submitted  by, 


Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Posted:  October  8,  2008 
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The  Tuesday,  November  1 1 , 2008,  4:00  p.m.  Regular  Meeting  of  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  was 
RESCHEDULED  to  Monday,  November  17,  2008  at  4:00  p.m.  due  to  a legal  holiday  on  November  11th. 

COMMITTEE  MEMBERS:  Mike  Boss  (Chair),  Carolyn  Blair,  Steve  Griswold,  Malcolm  Hillan,  and  Mark  Sustarich. 

Order  of  Business 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  4:03  p.m. 

Present:  Chair  Boss,  Members  Blair,  Hillan,  and  Sustarich  (Absent:  Member  Griswold). 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  August  12,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Landmark  Tree  Committee 
Regular  Meeting.  (Discussion  and  Action)  Upon  Motion  by  Member  Hillan  and  second  by  Member  Sustarich, 
the  Meeting  Minutes  were  approved  without  objection  (AYES:  Chair  Boss,  Members  Hillan  and  Sustarich; 
Absent:  Members  Blair  and  Griswold)  (Explanatory  Document:  August  12,  2008  Approved  Minutes 

http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=87000) 

3.  Hearing  on  Nomination  for  Landmark  Tree  Status.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  will  hold  a hearing  to 
determine  whether  the  tree  nominated  at  the  following  address  meets  the  criteria  for  designation  as  a 
landmark  tree.  (Explanatory  Documents:  Board  of  Supervisors  Resolution  431-08  (PDF) 

http://sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/Res431  -08Buckeve.pdf.  Landmark  Tree 

Nomination  Packet  (PDF) 

http://sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/081 305LandmarkTreeNominationPacket.pdf. 

and  Committee  and  Staff  Evaluation  Forms  (PDF) 

http://sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/EvaluationForms.pdf)  (DiSCUSSion  and 

Action) 

California  Buckeye  (Aesculus  Californica),  757  California  Street,  Assessor’s  Block  41 6B,  Lot  1 1. 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing,  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  will  vote  on  whether  to  approve  or  reject  the 
nomination  and  shall  adopt  written  findings  to  support  its  decision  to  forward  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council. 
The  Council  will  forward  approved  nominations  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  further  consideration. 

Chair  Boss  provided  an  overview  of  the  Committee,  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  Board  of  Supervisors 
landmark  tree  designation  process.  Staff  and  Committee  members  discussed  their  evaluation  of  the  tree  (see 

Evaluation  Forms  (PDF)  http://sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/EvaluationForms.pdf) 

Mr.  Peter  Linenthal,  Director,  Potrero  Hill  Archives  Project,  stated  that  the  organization  has  been  collecting 
historical  material  on  Potrero  Hill  for  about  twenty  years,  and  a book  was  created  on  Potrero  Hill’s  history  that 
includes  this  particular  tree.  An  inquiry  was  made  as  to  the  potential  age  of  the  tree.  Mr.  Linenthal  spoke  in 
support  of  landmark  status. 

Representative  from  Supervisor  Maxwell’s  Office  stated  that  Supervisor  Maxwell  decided  to  sponsor  this  tree 
because  of  its  uniqueness,  that  it’s  a low-growing  tree,  expansive,  and  is  appreciated  on  a regular  basis  in 
people’s  every  day  lives.  The  age  of  the  tree  was  questioned  as  the  tree  is  larger  than  these  trees  tend  to 
grow,  and  appears  that  it  has  been  in  existence  for  a long  time. 


Mr.  Greg  Gaar,  Nature  in  the  City,  stated  this  tree  is  an  indigenous  tree  and  spoke  on  the  importance  of 
preserving  what  is  left  of  San  Francisco's  heritage.  Mr.  Gaar  spoke  in  support  of  landmark  status. 

Council  Chair  Terry  Milne  recommended  placing  a plaque  on  this  tree  if  it  were  to  be  granted  landmark  tree 
status.  It  was  recommended  that  there  be  interaction  with  CalTrans  to  make  sure  they  are  aware  of  its 
landmark  status  and  to  avoid  removal/pruning  of  the  tree. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Hillan  and  second  by  Member  Blair,  the  California  Buckeye  tree  at  757  Pennsylvania 
Avenue  was  recommended  for  landmark  tree  status  for  the  full  Council’s  consideration  at  their  December  14th 
meeting.  (AYES:  Chair  Boss,  Members  Blair,  Hillan,  and  Sustarich;  Absent:  Member  Griswold) 

4.  Landmark  Tree  Public  Outreach.  (Discussion)  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  an  outreach  letter  had 
previously  been  sent  to  all  entities  with  the  authority  to  nominate  a tree.  Coordinator  Hui  presented  on  the 
landmark  tree  program  to  the  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  earlier  this  year.  Chair  Boss  and 
Member  Hillan  recommended  media  events  surrounding  landmark  tree  plaque  installations  which  may 
stimulate  others  to  nominate  trees.  Chair  Boss  recommended  creating  publication  or  newspaper  articles  on 
the  landmark  tree  process.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  (1)  there  would  be  an  annual  landmark  tree  tour 
and  would  request  partnership  from  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest;  (2)  the  Department  of  the  Environment’s 
Outreach  program  area  would  be  funding  an  informational  postcard  that  would  have  a landmark  tree  in  the 
front  and  include  basic  instructions  on  the  process  on  the  back  of  the  postcard;  (3)  biographies  would  be 
added  to  the  landmark  tree  database  which  would  feed  into  a self-guided  landmark  tree  tour;  and  (4) 
fundraising  is  being  done  for  the  plaques.  Member  Hillan  recommended  handing  out  the  postcards  to  certified 
arborists  to  give  to  their  clients.  Member  Blair  recommended  adding  photos  of  landmark  trees  to  the 
Department’s  website.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  there  would  be  an  image  of  each  tree  added  to  the 
google  map  of  landmark  trees  on  the  Department  of  the  Environment’s  website  and  to  the  biographies. 

Council  Chair  Milne  recommended  media  events  as  an  effective  outreach  method.  It  was  stated  that  the 
nomination  forms  may  be  a deterrent  to  property  owners  because  they  may  feel  they  don’t  have  the  expertise 
or  information  available  to  fill  out  the  form. 

Public  Comment:  Mr.  Gaar  stated  that  docents  at  the  Arboretum  could  assist  in  promoting  landmark  tree 
outreach.  Additional  publicity  recommendations  included  requesting  coverage  by  Channel  7 Salutes, 
advertisement  on  U-Tube,  and  a teaching  guide  that  can  be  used  in  schools,  e.g.  pictures  of  kids  in  trees. 
Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  she  would  consult  with  the  Department’s  Education  program  on  partnering  in 
this  effort 

5.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items.  (Information  and  Discussion)  Discussion  of  reconstitution  of 
membership  at  Committees  with  new  Committee  structure.  Milne  - Bylaws  would  have  to  be  redone  to 
reconstitute  membership  and  would  be  considered  at  the  December  meeting.  Hillan  revisit  the  plaque  topic  for 
status  report.  Hui  will  bring  it  up  when  something  new  to  report.  Milne  staff  report.  Blair  whether  artists  or 
neighborhood  groups  would  be  interested  in  supplementing  artwork  on  trees.  Milne  find  out  if  some 
organization  in  the  Richmond  District  go  out  and  survey  the  Buckeye  in  the  neighborhood  and  submit  it  to  the 
Supervisor  for  nomination. 

6.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Committee  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Committee’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda.  There  was  no  public  comment  at  this  time. 

7.  Adjournment.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  meeting  adjourned  at  5:08  p.m. 

Approved: 
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LANDMARK  TREE  COMMITTEE  SAN  FRANCISCO 

Rescheduled  Meeting  Notice  and  Agenda  PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

*Tuesday,  November  11,  2008,  4:00  p.m.  RESCHEDULED  to 
Monday,  November  17,  2008,  4:00  p.m. 

L City  Hall,  Room  421 

One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA 

*The  Tuesday,  November  11,  2008,  4:00  p.m.  Regular  Meeting  of  the  Landmark  Tree 
Committee  has  been  RESCHEDULED  to  Monday,  November  17,  2008  at  4:00  p.m.  due  to  a 
legal  holiday  on  November  11th. 

COMMITTEE  MEMBERS:  Mike  Boss  (Chair),  Carolyn  Blair,  Steve  Griswold,  Malcolm  Hillan,  and 
Mark  Sustarich. 

Order  of  Business 

Public  Comment  will  be  heard  before  the  Committee  takes  action  on  any  item. 

1 . Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  August  12,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Landmark  Tree 
Committee  Regular  Meeting.  (Explanatory  Document:  August  12,  2008  Draft  Minutes 

http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=87000)  (Discussion  and  Action) 

3.  Hearing  on  Nomination  for  Landmark  Tree  Status.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  will  hold 
a hearing  to  determine  whether  the  tree  nominated  at  the  following  address  meets  the  criteria 
for  designation  as  a landmark  tree.  (Explanatory  Documents:  Board  of  Supervisors  Resolution 

431-08  (PDF)  http://sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/Res431- 
08Buckeve.pdf  and  Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Packet  (PDF) 

http://sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/081305LandmarkTreeNomi 

nationPacket.pdf  (Discussion  and  Action) 

California  Buckeye  (Aesculus  Californica),  757  California  Street,  Assessor’s  Block  41 6B,  Lot 
11. 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing,  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  will  vote  on  whether  to  approve 
or  reject  the  nomination  and  shall  adopt  written  findings  to  support  its  decision  to  forward  to  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council.  The  Council  will  forward  approved  nominations  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  for  further  consideration. 

4.  Landmark  Tree  Public  Outreach.  (Discussion) 

5.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items.  (Information  and  Discussion) 


11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102 
www.sfenvironment.com 

Telephone  (415)  355-3709  Fax  554-6393  E-mail:  SFUrbanForestCouncil@sfgov.org 


6.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Committee  on  matters  that  are 
within  the  Committee’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda. 

7.  Adjournment. 


Landmark  Tree  Hearing  Recommended  Guidelines 

The  Committee  Chair  has  the  discretion  to  change  speaker  order  or  length  of  time  for  each  speaker  if  the  Chair 
determines  the  request  to  be  reasonable. 


1 ) Sponsor  for  nomination  (8  min) 

2)  Staff  analysis  (8  min) 

3)  Property  owner's  presentation,  including  outside  professional  staff  (8  min) 

4)  Affected  property  owner’s  presentation,  including  outside  professional  staff  (8  min) 

5)  Public  comment  (up  to  3 min/per  person) 

6)  Committee  Evaluation  Reports  (8  min  total) 

7)  Staff  Rebuttal  (3-5  min) 

8)  Property  Owner  Rebuttal  (3-5  min) 

9)  Affected  property  owner  rebuttal  (3-5  min) 

10)  Discussion  and  Action  by  Committee 

The  next  Landmark  Tree  Committee  meeting  is  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  December  9,  2008  at  4:00  p.m.,  Room 
421,  City  Hall. 


Public  Comment 

At  this  time,  members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Committee  on  items  of  interest  that  are  within  the  subject  matter 
jurisdiction  of  the  Committee  but  are  not  on  today’s  agenda.  Public  comment  will  be  taken  following  each  agendized 
item.  Each  member  of  the  public  may  address  the  Committee  for  up  to  three  minutes,  unless  otherwise  announced 
by  the  Chair.  If  it  is  demonstrated  that  the  comments  by  the  public  will  exceed  15  minutes,  the  Chair  may  continue 
Public  Comment  to  another  time  during  the  meeting. 

The  Brown  Act  forbids  the  Committee  from  taking  action  or  discussing  any  item  or  issue  not  appearing  on  the  posted 
agenda.  This  rule  applies  to  issues  raised  in  public  comment  as  well.  In  response  to  public  comment,  not  on  an 
agendized  item,  the  Committee  is  limited  to: 

1 . Briefly  responding  to  statements  made  or  questions  posed  by  members  of  the  public,  or 

2.  Request  staff  to  report  back  on  a matter  at  a subsequent  meeting,  or 

3.  Directing  staff  to  place  the  item  or  issue  on  a future  agenda  (Government  Code  Section  54954.2(a).) 

Disability  Access 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  Landmark  Tree  Committee  meetings  will  be  held  in  Room  421,  City  Hall,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B. 
Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA.  The  Committee  meeting  room  is  wheelchair  accessible.  The  closest  accessible 
BART  station  is  the  Civic  Center  Station  at  United  Nations  Plaza  and  Market  Street.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving 
this  location  are:  #42  Downtown  Loop,  and  #71  Haight/Noriega  and  the  F Line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness  and  the 
Metro  Stations  at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  at  Civic  Center.  For  information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call 
(415)  923-6142.  There  is  accessible  curbside  parking  adjacent  to  City  Hall  on  Grove  Street  and  Van  Ness  Avenue 
and  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Veterans  Building  at  401  Van  Ness  Avenue  adjacent  to  Davies  Hall  and  the  War  Memorial 
Complex. 

The  following  services  are  available  on  request  48  hours  prior  to  the  meeting;  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which 
the  deadline  shall  be  4:00  p.m.  of  the  last  business  day  of  the  preceding  week:  For  American  sign  language 
interpreters  or  the  use  of  a reader  during  a meeting,  a sound  enhancement  system,  and/or  alternative  formats  of  the 
agenda  and  minutes,  please  contact  Monica  Fish  at  (415)  355-3709  to  make  arrangements  for  the  accommodation. 
Late  requests  will  be  honored,  if  possible. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple 
chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be 
sensitive  to  various  chemical  based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals.  Individuals  with 
chemical  sensitivity  or  related  disabilities  should  call  the  Mayor’s  Office  on  Disability  at  (415)  554-6789  or  (415)  554- 
6799  (TTY)  for  additional  information. 


Know  Your  Rights  Under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards, 
councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This  ordinance  assures 
that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review.  For 
more  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the 
Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  Frank  Darby,  Jr.,  Sunshine  Task  Force  Administrator,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1 Dr. 
Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4683  at  Phone  No.:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax  No.:  (415)  554-7854; 
E-mail:  sotf@sfqov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Task 
Force,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  and  on  the  City's  website  at  www.sfqov.ora. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required 
by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  & Governmental  Conduct  Code  §2.100,  et.  seq]  to  register 
and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics 
Commission  at:  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  252-3100,  fax  (415) 
252-3112;  web  site  at  www.sfqov.org/ethics. 


Other  Important  Information 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this 
meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person(s) 
responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  Department  of  Environment,  1 1 Grove  Street,  San 
Francisco,  California  between  the  hours  of  9 a.m.  and  5 p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department  of  Environment’s 
webpage:  http://sfqov.orq/site/sfenvironment  meetinq.asp?id=61012  (by  following  the  links  by  each  agenda  item),  by 
following  the  links  by  each  agenda  item  above,  or,  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or 
telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or  via  e-mail  at  Monica.Fish@Sfgov.org  within  three  business  days  of  a meeting. 

If  any  materials  related  to  an  item  on  this  agenda  have  been  distributed  to  the  Planning  and  Funding  Committee  after 
distribution  of  the  agenda  packet,  those  materials  are  available  for  public  inspection  at  the  Department  of  the 
Environment,  11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102  during  normal  office  hours  or  will  be  made  available  at  the 
meeting  website  link  http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  meetinq.asp?id=61012  as  links  to  the  agenda  or  meeting 
minutes  (by  item). 

When  bringing  handouts  to  meetings,  please  photocopy  on  both  sides  of  the  paper  and  try  to  use  post-consumer  recycled 
or  tree-free  paper.  Also,  please  bring  sufficient  copies  of  handouts  for  both  the  Commission  and  the  public. 


Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 

TEL:  (415)  355-3709;  FAX:  415-554-6393 


Posted:  November  4,  2008 
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COMMITTEE  MEMBERS:  Mike  Boss  (Chair),  Carolyn  Blair,  Steve  Griswold,  Malcolm  Hiilan,  and  Mark 
Sustarich. 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  4:06  p.m. 
Present:  Chair  Boss,  Members  Griswold  and  Member  Milne  who  was  appointed  as  a temporary 
member  for  this  meeting.  Excused:  Members  Hiilan  and  Sustarich;  Absent:  Member  Blair. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  June  10,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Landmark  Tree  Committee 
Regular  Meeting  (Explanatory  Document:  June  10,  2008  Approved  Minutes)  (Discussion  and  Action). 
Upon  motion  by  Chair  Boss  and  second  by  Member  Griswold,  the  June  10,  2008  Landmark  Tree 
Committee  Meeting  Minutes  were  approved  as  written  without  objection  (AYES:  Chair  Boss,  Members 
Griswold  and  Milne;  Absent:  Members  Blair,  Hiilan  and  Sustarich). 

3.  Hearing  on  Nomination  for  Landmark  Tree  Status.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  will  hold  a 
hearing  to  determine  whether  the  tree  nominated  at  the  following  address  meets  the  criteria  for 
designation  as  a landmark  tree.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing,  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  will 
vote  on  whether  to  approve  or  reject  the  nomination  and  shall  adopt  written  findings  to  support  its 
decision  to  forward  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council.  The  Council  will  forward  approved  nominations  to 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  further  consideration.  (Discussion  and  Action). 

Lombardy  Poplar  (Populus  nigra)  located  at  501  Octavia,  corner  of  Hayes  Street,  Assessor’s 
Block  0807,  Lot  004  (approximate)  (Explanatory  Documents:  Nomination  Forms,  Evaluation  Form, 
and  Pictures  081208  501  Octavia  Landmark  Nomination  Packet). 

Sponsor  for  the  Evaluation 

Ms.  P.J.  Dayacamos,  initiator  of  the  nomination,  spoke  for  the  sponsor,  Director  Jared  Blumenfeld,  in 
support  of  recommending  landmark  tree  status.  Ms.  Dayacamos  reported  that  she  had  moved  to  the 
Hayes  Valley  neighborhood  in  October  of  1980  and  described  the  abundance  of  large  trees  that  were  in 
the  neighborhood  at  that  time,  including  the  tree  she  proposed  to  landmark.  Ms.  Dayacamos  stated  that 
in  her  review  of  the  landmark  tree  list,  she  noticed  that  there  were  no  Lombardy  Poplar  trees  previously 
landmarked,  and  that  she  has  not  seen  any  trees  of  this  species  in  San  Francisco  of  this  majesty. 
Reasons  that  were  provided  for  recommending  landmark  tree  status  included  tree:  size,  vitality,  history, 
neighborhood  appreciation,  noise  buffer,  is  a bird  habitat  that  has  served  as  a safe  haven  for  many 
birds  seeking  protection  from  raptors,  provides  shade  for  surrounding  buildings  and  people,  and  a 
prominent  landscape  feature  that  offers  a beautiful  view  from  the  surrounding  freeway  and  roads. 

Ms.  Dayacamos  reported  that  many  trees  in  the  neighborhood  had  been  chopped  down  for  the  sake  of 
improvements,  but  that  the  intersection  where  this  tree  resides  was  saved  because  of  its  landmark 
status  and  historical  affiliation.  It  was  explained  that  this  tree  is  the  largest  in  the  neighborhood  and  the 
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only  one  of  its  species.  Ms.  Dayacamos  stated  that  a Lombardy  Poplar  that  was  about  10-15  feet  away 
was  destroyed  by  abuse  and  neglect  of  the  property  management  company  that  took  over  in  the 
1990's,  and  that  her  objective  is  to  make  sure  that  this  tree  is  protected.  Ms.  Dayacamos  has  provided 
care  for  this  tree  over  the  years  and  explained  that  the  property  management  company  had  hired 
unqualified  workers  that  improperly  pruned  the  tree.  Ms.  Dayacamos  stated  that  trees  are  everybody’s 
business  because  of  San  Francisco’s  decreasing  urban  forest  and  should  be  protected  from  people 
who  do  not  want  to  learn  how  to  best  maintain  and  protect  street  trees  in  urban  forest  areas. 

Staff  Evaluation  Report 

Council  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  she  had  inspected  the  Lombardy  Poplar  tree  and  presented  a 
staff  evaluation  report  described  in  the  “Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria”  contained  in  the 
packet  501  Octavia  Landmark  Packet. 

Other  Reports:  Property  owners,  professional  staff  and  affected  property  owners  were  not  in 
attendance  to  provide  a report. 

Public  Comment 

Ms.  Dayacamos  described  her  intervention  with  the  property  owners  to  ensure  that  proper  care  would 
be  provided  for  the  tree  and  expressed  her  concern  that  she  was  told  to  mind  her  own  business.  It  was 
explained  that  the  property  owners  are  planting  undesirable  replacement  trees  for  the  ones  that  had 
been  destroyed  and  that  new  trees  that  have  been  planted  are  not  getting  proper  care  and  are  not 
surviving. 

Committee  Evaluation  Reports 

Chair  Boss  reported  that  he  had  inspected  the  Lombardy  Poplar  tree  and  discussed  his  evaluation 
report  presenting  findings  that  the  tree  (1)  is  an  uncommon  street  tree;  (2)  a medium-size  tree;  (3)  not 
of  advanced  age  as  it  appears  to  not  have  been  planted  long  before  1970;  (4)  is  typical  of  a Lombardy 
Poplar  that  may  have  been  topped  or  pruned  badly;  (5)  is  not  a majestic  or  a large  specimen;  (6)  is  not 
in  great  condition,  but  does  not  appear  to  be  a hazard;  (7)  does  not  have  historical  value  or  significance 
other  than  being  in  a potential  historic  site;  (8)  is  a prominent  landscape  feature,  in  an  area  of  moderate 
tree  density,  accessible  from  the  public  right  of  way;  (9)  is  not  in  a high-traffic  area;  (10)  not  an 
important  wildlife  habitat  because  it  does  not  appear  to  have  a particular  relationship  with  a particular 
wildlife  species,  although  there  is  a picture  of  a raven  in  the  tree;  (10)  no  evidence  of  it  providing  a wind 
or  sound  barrier,  (11)  neighborhood  appreciation  consists  of  one  vote  of  support;  (12)  no  evidence  of 
this  particular  species  being  important  to  various  religious  or  cultural  groups;  and  (13)  the  tree  does 
contribute  to  neighborhood  character  and  provides  shade  and  green  area  in  an  urban  setting. 

Chair  Boss  reported  that  the  tree  is  a wonderful  and  significant  street  tree  that  is  about  20  feet  in  height 
and  having  a diameter  greater  than  a foot,  so  by  definition  it  has  significant  street  tree  status  and  has 
protection  status  as  a result,  but  does  not  think  that  this  particular  specimen  of  a street  tree  should  be 
granted  landmark  status.  Member  Griswold  reported  that  there  is  something  compelling  about  the  tree 
being  the  last  remnant  of  a larger  planting  in  the  neighborhood  and  expressed  his  concern  on  the  lack 
of  representation  by  the  actual  owners  of  the  tree.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  she  had  complied  with 
noticing  requirements  and  the  property  owner  was  sent  a letter. 

Chair  Boss  stated  that  he  felt  the  planter  box  was  a detriment  to  the  health  of  the  tree,  is  a sidewalk 
intrusion  that  may  also  be  a code  violation,  and  asked  if  a citation  could  be  issued  by  the  Department  of 
Public  Works  urban  forester  in  order  to  protect  the  tree.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  her 
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understanding  is  that  planter  boxes  and  other  sidewalk  furniture  require  minor  sidewalk  encroachment 
permits,  which  are  almost  $900  each  for  the  permit  application  fee.  Based  on  the  history  of  the  care  of 
these  trees,  she  doubts  that  such  an  encroachment  permit  was  granted.  It  was  explained  that  there  is 
an  encroachment  permit  or  easement  that  the  cafe  next  door  has  been  granted.  Coordinator  Hui  stated 
that  even  though  it  is  a wide  sidewalk,  she  does  not  know  if  a sidewalk  encroachment  permit  would  be 
given  for  such  a structure  given  the  easement  and  other  things  going  on  in  the  sidewalk. 

Council  Member  Quirke  stated  that  he  believes  that  Ms.  Dayacamos’  primary  reason  for  recommending 
landmark  status  is  because  she  feels  the  property  owners  are  negligent  and  may  destroy  the  tree. 
Council  Member  Quirke  asked  if  there  are  protections  that  go  along  with  the  designation  of  “significant 
tree”  that  could  address  Ms.  Dayacamos’  concerns.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  significant  trees  are 
actually  trees  on  private  property  that  have  the  same  rights  as  street  trees  if  they  are  one  of  three 
certain  sizes,  are  at  least  20  feet  tall,  have  a foot  dbh  or  have  a canopy  spread  of  15  feet.  The  trees  on 
private  property  within  10  feet  of  the  public  right-of-way  that  meet  one  of  those  size  requirements  get 
the  same  protections  as  street  trees.  Chair  Boss  stated  that  he  thought  it  was  any  tree  within  ten  feet 
of  a public  right-of-way  that  meets  the  size  requirements.  Member  Milne  stated  that  within  10  feet  of  a 
public  right  of  way  does  not  mean  in  the  public  right  of  way.  It  was  explained  that  the  legislation  was 
drafted  to  include  private  property  trees  by  naming  them  as  significant.  Coordinator  Hui  stated  that  the 
purpose  of  the  legislation  was  to  protect  big  trees  on  private  property  that  are  close  to  the  public  right- 
of-way  and  to  give  them  the  same  rights  as  right-of-way  public  property  trees.  Council  Member  Quirke 
asked  if  that  would  mean  that  significant  trees  do  not  have  protection.  Member  Milne  explained  that  the 
protection  lies  in  the  fact  that  you  would  have  to  apply  for  a permit  to  remove  the  tree.  Chair  Boss 
recommended  that  the  Committee  at  a future  meeting  summarize  what  different  hurdles  and  barriers 
there  are  to  removing  significant  trees.  Chair  Boss  stated  that  he  would  also  be  interested  in  examining 
why  Lombardy  Poplars  are  uncommon  street  trees  in  San  Francisco. 

Discussion  and  Action  by  Committee 

Chair  Boss  stated  that  he  does  not  believe  that  the  tree  rises  to  the  level  of  landmark  tree  status  and 
the  level  of  protection  it  should  be  afforded  is  not  an  argument  or  criteria  used  to  apply  whether  the  tree 
is  of  landmark  quality  or  not.  It  was  explained  that  there  are  other  ways  to  protect  the  tree  without 
invoking  landmark  tree  status,  e.g.,  the  Committee  could  consider  adding  its  weight  to  recommend  that 
a citation  be  issued  to  remove  the  planter  box.  Chair  Boss  agreed  that  it  would  be  a shame  to  lose  the 
tree  as  it  provides  a valuable  function,  but  did  not  feel  that  it  met  the  criteria  of  a landmark  tree  in  that  it 
has  health  and  structural  problems  and  because  of  its  lack  of  age  and  size  for  the  species.  It  was  stated 
that  it  is  important  to  tell  people  that  this  tree  is  legally  protected  by  the  City  of  San  Francisco  and  its 
residents  and  there  are  consequences  for  violation.  Member  Milne  stated  that  the  Council  could  ask 
their  department  representatives  if  they  would  be  interested  in  sending  official  letters  to  the  property 
owner  advising  them  of  the  protection  that  this  tree  does  have.  Member  Milne  thanked  Ms.  Dayacamos 
for  her  time  and  research  into  this  effort.  Ms.  Dayacamos  stated  that  she  would  do  whatever  she  could 
to  facilitate  protection  of  the  tree. 

Upon  Motion  by  Chair  Boss  and  second  by  Member  Griswold,  the  Lombardy  Poplar  at  501 
Octavia  Street  was  not  recommended  for  landmark  tree  status  (AYES:  Chair  Boss,  Members 
Griswold  and  Milne;  Absent:  Members  Blair,  Hillan  and  Sustarich).  The  recommendation  would 
be  forwarded  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  consider  and  vote  on  at  their  August  26,  2008 
meeting. 

4.  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Criteria.  The  Committee  shall  continue  to  discuss  redefining  landmark 
tree  evaluation  criteria  and  review  drafts  of  revised  tree  nomination  and  evaluation  forms  (Explanatory 
Documents:  Original  Criteria  for  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Drafts  and  Drafts  of  Revised  Tree 
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Nomination  and  Evaluation  Forms  081208  Landmark  Tree  Forms  Discussion  Packet  and  Criteria  for 
Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Drafts  Revised  061008)  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action). 

Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  explanatory  documents  include  the  revised  landmark  tree  evaluation 
criteria  description,  evaluation  form  criteria  by  section,  and  revised  landmark  tree  evaluation  and 
nomination  forms.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  revisions  to  the  criteria  would  have  to  be  approved  by 
the  Council  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  but  internal  forms  such  as  the  nomination  and  evaluation 
forms  would  only  have  to  be  approved  by  the  Council.  Members  discussed  and  provided 
recommendations  for  revisions  to  the  landmark  tree  evaluation  criteria,  and  evaluation  and  nomination 
forms. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Milne  and  second  by  Chair  Boss,  without  objection,  the  Committee 
approved  for  recommendation  to  the  Council  revision  of  the  landmark  tree  evaluation  criteria 
and  landmark  tree  evaluation  and  nomination  forms  as  amended  in  Committee.  Coordinator  Hui 
would  present  the  revised  landmark  tree  evaluation  criteria  to  the  Deputy  City  Attorney  to 
determine  whether  the  revisions  would  have  to  be  readopted  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and 
would  report  back  to  the  Council.  (Absent:  Members  Blair,  Hillan  and  Sustarich)  (Explanatory 
Documents:  Amended  Evaluation  and  Nomination  Forms  Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Form 
Amended  061008:  Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  Amended  081208  and  Criteria  for  Landmark  Tree 
Evaluation  Drafts  Revised  061008.) 

5.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items.  (Information  and  Discussion)  Chair  Boss  requested  an  update 
on  the  Black  Acacia  tree  nomination  at  1245  Masonic  Avenue  that  the  Council  considered  for  landmark 
tree  status.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  the  Council  forwarded  the  nomination  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  without  recommendation  because  it  was  a split  vote.  It  was  explained  that  the  sponsoring 
Supervisor  met  with  the  property  owners  and  several  neighbors  and  decided  to  not  bring  the  legislation 
for  landmark  tree  status  for  hearing  before  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  Chair  Boss  recommended  an 
agenda  item  to  discuss  landmark  tree  outreach. 

6.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Committee  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Committee’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda.  There  was  no  public  comment  at  this  time. 

7.  Adjournment.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  Landmark  Tree  Committee  adjourned  at  5:30  p.m. 

Approved: 
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FILE  NO.  081305 


RESOLUTION  NO.  ^3 


[Landmark  Designation  Nomination  for  the  California  Buckeye  tree  located  behind  757 
Pennsylvania  Street] 

Resolution  of  intent  initiating  the  nomination  of  the  California  Buckeye  tree  (Aesculus 
Californica)  located  behind  757  Pennsylvania  Street,  (Assessor’s  Bock  41 6B,  Lot  11) 
for  landmark  tree  status  pursuant  to  Public  Works  Code  Section  810(b),  acknowledging 
temporary  designation  pursuant  to  Public  Works  Section  810(d),  and  authorizing  other 
official  acts  in  furtherance  of  the  Resolution. 

WHEREAS,  Trees  provide  numerous  environmental  and  social  benefits  such  as 
reducing  stormwater  runoff,  reducing  energy  use,  reducing  air  pollution,  improving  air  quality, 
increasing  property  values  and  providing  wildlife  habitat;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Board  of  Supervisors  passed  Ordinance  Number  17-06,  an 
amendment  to  Public  Works  Code  Section  810,  landmark  trees,  significant  trees,  and 
penalties  for  violation  in  support  of  a landmark  tree  program,  and  a copy  of  said  Ordinance  is 
on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  file  number  051458  which  is  incorporated 
herein  by  reference;  and, 

WHEREAS,  The  Board  of  Supervisors  adopted  the  Urban  Forestry  Council’s  landmark 
tree  designation  criteria,  forms  and  procedures  in  Resolution  Enacted  Number  440-06.  A 
copy  of  said  Resolution  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  File  Number 
060487  which  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  in  File  No.  081305,  which  is  hereby  declared  to  be  a part  of  this  resolution  as  if 
set  forth  fully  herein;  and, 

WHEREAS,  The  California  Buckeye  tree  (Aesculus  Californica)  located  behind  757 
Pennsylvania  Street,  pictures  of  which  are  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in 
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File  Number  081305,  is  the  only  Buckeye  variety  native  to  the  State  of  California  and  a 
relatively  rare  species  in  San  Francisco,  and  contributes  to  the  visual  aesthetic  of  CalTrain 
riders  waiting  on  the  platform  at  the  22nd  Street  Station  and  the  Potrero  Hill  community:  now, 
therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Board,  pursuant  to  Public  Works  Code  Section  810(b),  hereby 
adopts  this  resolution  of  intent  to  initiate  landmark  tree  designation  for  the  California  Buckeye 
tree  (Aesculus  Californica)  located  behind  757  Pennsylvania  Street,  (Assessor’s  Bock  416B, 
Lot  1 1)  and  acknowledges  the  temporary  designation  of  such  tree  for  landmark  status 
pursuant  to  Public  Works  Code  Section  810(d);  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Board  directs  the  Clerk  to  forward  this  Resolution 
and  accompanying  documents  contained  in  the  file  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  begin  the 
landmark  tree  designation  process  for  the  subject.trees;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Board  urges  the  Director  of  Public  Works  to 
immediately  notify  the  affected  department  of  the  pending  nomination  and  inform  said 
department  of  special  approval  requirement  for  removal  of  landmark  trees  under  Public 
Works  Code  810(f)  if  such  notification  has  not  yet  occurred. 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Tails 

Resolution 


File  Number:  081305 


Date  Passed: 


Resolution  of  intent  initiating  the  nomination  of  the  California  Buckeye  tree  (Aescuius  Caiifornica) 
located  behind  757  Pennsylvania  Street,  (Assessor’s  Bock  41 6B,  Lot  11)  for  landmark  tree  status 
pursuant  to  Public  Works  Code  Section  810(b),  acknowledging  temporary  designation  pursuant  to 
Public  Works  Section  810(d),  and  authorizing  other  official  acts  in  furtherance  of  the  Resolution. 


October  21,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  — ADOPTED 

Ayes:  1 1 - Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 


File  No.  081305  I hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Resolution 

was  ADOPTED  on  October  21, 2008  by  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County 
of  San  Francisco. 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Printed  at  10:06  AM  on  10/22/08 


' 

, 


SAN  FRANCISCO  uRBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 


Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Form 


Disclaimer:  Any  information  you  include  on  this  form  will  be  part  of  the  public  record.  Anyone  may 
request  to  see  the  information  you  submit  for  a landmark  tree  nomination.  For  more  legal  information,  see 
the  last  page  of  this  form. 


Who  can  nominate  a landmark  tree? 

An  authorized  nominator  is  a Supervisor,  head  of  a City  department  or  agency.  Planning 
Commissioner,  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  member,  or  property  owner. 

* The  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  and 
the  head  of  a City  department  or  agency  may  nominate  a tree. 

* The  head  of  a City  department  or  agency  may  nominate  a tree  on  property  under  their  jurisdiction. 
City  departments  and  agencies  should  conduct  an  internal  approval  process  before  nominating  a 
tree. 

A property  owner  may  nominate  a tree  on  his  or  her  property. 

Jfr  A member  of  the  public  may  ask  an  authorized  nominator  to  nominate  a tree. 

I am  one  of  the  following  authorized  nominators 
n Property  owner 

El  Board  of  Supervisor  member 

□ Head  of  a city  department  or  agency 

□ Planning  Commission  member 

□ Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  member 


Please  note  that  a permit  will  be  required  for  any  future  removal  of  a landmark  tree. 

Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  810,  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  requests  the 
following  information. 


Authorized  nominator  (Supervisor,  Planning 
Commission,  Landmarks  Advisory  Board,  Head 
of  City  Department,  Property  Owner): 

( Sort  A 

Name  C ‘ AVa--/ / ~ 

J Cfor/Je?/>  29?*) 

Address 

LA'"? 

Address 

AA^TA  7*7/ 

Phone  (day) 


Property  owner 


Name 


Address 


Phone  (day) 


Fax#  , ~ Fax# 

t ZoWk'iG  ♦ /r? e//(o/  

Email  Email 

Ct  : #/tft  ft/.  roggs£>  Sf 


Member  of  the  public  who  initiated  nomination  (if 
applicable): 

Jemi  Eis<&n ; 

AddreM  -Sf  <m-ict7 

Address 


Email^J 


v v eX  s-g-^Cg  ^\pC  ^jobA'H^ 


Bam  an  authorized  nominator  ancfcl  support  this  nomination. 


7, 


I am  the  property  owner  and  I grant  permission  for  city  staff  to  evaluate  the  nominated  tree  on  the  property 
with  advance  notice. 


Signature 

Date 


TREE  DESCRIPTION  , 

Tree  name  (species  and  common  name):  ^-3- Al 


Number  of  trees 
Street  address: 


( be  l\  I yS)  ~1  si  'V^ej/JiA  I y-a^Aa  3- 


block 

L*f 


// 


Location  of  Tree: 


GPS  units  (OPTIONAL): 


□ Front  yard  □ Rear  yard  □ Side  yard  □ Comer-side  yard 
Q Public  right-of-way  (3'^ubhc  lands  (vjNot  sure  • 

B'tfther:  pi  ceVffirvyy,  ^ ^ 2^ 


Height  <C-r  *4  P feet 

Average  canopy  width1  c , 7*5  feet 

Circumference  at  chest  level2  inches 

Circumference  at  ground  level3  inches 

1 Distance  from  one  edge  to  opposite  edge  of  tree  canopy 

2 Distance  around  trunk  at  4.5  n off  the  ground.  hm> /'wvvw .isa-nrtxtf.conifpiihlic.nions^iee-oidihcritngc-aspx 

3 Distance  around  trunk  on  the  ground  where  the  trunk  meets  the  soil. 


The  Urban  Forestry  Council  will  asc  the  following  criteria  to  evaluate  each  potential  landmark  tree.  If  you  need 
more  space  to  describe  the  tree,  please  attach  additional  sheets. 
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Rarity:  Rare  ^ U ucommon  Coimnoa  Other 

Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco.  Also  consider  rarity  in  California,  North  America,  world. 
Comment:  _ 


Size:  tx  Large  Medium  Small 

Notable  size  (height,  diameter,  canopy  width)  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species. 
Comment:  0\  \aAMk  


Age:  Significantly  advanced  age  for  this  species  (known  or  estimated). 

Comment: 


Historical  Association:  Yes  None  apparent 

Related  to  a historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 
Describe  nature  of  appreciation: 


Ethnic  appreciation:  Yes  None  apparent 

Particular  value  to  certain  ethnic  groups  in  neighborhood  or  city. 

Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  _ Usgj  A-&-  

OlAkJ)  -p)  SUt  1^ 

Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or  related  to  tree 
etc.  Attach  documentation: 

Describe: ___ • 


Planting  defines  neighborhood  character:  Yes  v^No 

Contributes  to  neighborhood  aesthetic. 

Describe  contribution: ; 


Profiled  in  a publication  or  other  media:  y^Yes Unknown 

Tree  has  received  print,  internet,  and/or  video  media  coverage.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 
Describe  coverage:  p’+lV  \l  Jg^ 

fiMv  ^ rfaA  1 CToK{A.<rt^v^ 
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High  traffic  area:  * Yes  No 

High  visibility,  possible  traffic  calming  effect. 
Describe: 


Low  tree  density:  k/ Low  Moderate  High 

Tree  exists  in  a neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 

Describe: | 


Extends  between  multiple  properties:  Yes  No 

High  visibility,  multiple  neighbors  share  tree. 

Describe: 


^ yes 


High  visibility. 

Describe: p\  T~nA- 


m A- 


4 


Important  wildlife  habitat:  Yes  No 

Wildlife  shelter  and/or  food  (observed  or  potential).  Describe  and  be  as  specific  as  possible. 


Interdependent  group  of  trees:  Yes No 

This  tree  forms  a supercanopy  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on  adjacent  trees. 
Describe: 


Erosiop  control  Yes No 

Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 

Describe: 


vvjpti  or  spimd  barrier:  Yes No 

Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise. 
Describe: 
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^ Yes 

A striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 
Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible: . 


Character-defining  form:  Yes  ^No 

Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  particular  species. 


Tree  condition:  Good  Poor  Hazard 

Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a hazard 


Describe:  C-\A  o-|~-  / 

KM-ls  \KTbYh  hcdr  )<>  \Ai^h  . 


|poar  ^y-r^v-^Qj 


Additional  comments 


If  you  have  any  questions  about  this  form,  tree  terms  or  tree  concepts,  please  contact  the  Urban  Forestry 
Council  staff  (below).  It  is  acceptable  if  you  cannot  provide  some  of  the  information  requested  on  this  form. 

A photograph  of  the  tree  must  be  submitted  with  this  form. 

Please  attach  optional  supporting  documents  such  as  letters,  arborist  report,  etc. 


Send  to:  Urban  Forestry  Council,  c/o  Mei  Ling  Hui,  1 1 Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
OR  meiling.hui@sfgov.org 


Any  information  you  submit  will  be  part  of  the  public  record. 

The  Public  Records  Act  defines  a "public  record"  broadly  to  include  "any  writing  containing  information  relating  to  the  conduct  of  the  public’s 
business  prepared,  owned,  used  or  retained  by  any  state  or  local  agency,  regardless  of  the  physical  form  or  characteristics."  Govt  Code  § 

6252(e).  The  Sunshine  Ordinance  defines  "public  information”  as  the  content  of  "public  records"  as  defined  in  the  Public  Records  Act.  Admin 
Code  § 67.20(b).  Pursuant  to  the  Public  Records  Act  and  Sunshine  Ordinance,  this  document  is  a public  record  and  will  be  available  to  the  public 
upon  request  at  the  hearing  site,  at  the  San  Francisco  Main  Libraiy,  and  on  the  Urban  Forestry  Council’s  website.  Admin  Code  §§  8. 16,  67.7  (b), 
and  67.21(a). 


Application  received  date 

Received  by 

Tree  evaluation  form 

UFC  recommendation  date 
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*IVIondlay,  November  17,  2008,  4:00  p.m. 
City  Hail,  Room  421 
One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


*The  Tuesday,  November  11,  2008,  4:00  p.m.  Regular  Meeting  of  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  was 
RESCHEDULED  to  Monday,  November  17,  2008  at  4:00  p.m.  due  to  a legal  holiday  on  November  11th. 

COMMITTEE  MEMBERS:  Mike  Boss  (Chair),  Carolyn  Blair,  Steve  Griswold,  Malcolm  Hillan,  and  Mark  Sustarich. 

Order  of  Business 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  4:03  p.m. 

Present:  Chair  Boss,  Members  Blair,  Hillan,  and  Sustarich  (Absent:  Member  Griswold). 

I 2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  August  12,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Landmark  Tree  Committee 

Regular  Meeting.  (Discussion  and  Action)  Upon  Motion  by  Member  Hillan  and  second  by  Member  Sustarich, 
the  Meeting  Minutes  were  approved  without  objection  (AYES:  Chair  Boss,  Members  Hillan  and  Sustarich; 
Absent:  Members  Blair  and  Griswold)  (Explanatory  Document:  August  12,  2008  Approved  Minutes 

http://sfaov.org/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=87000) 

3.  Hearing  on  Nomination  for  Landmark  Tree  Status.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  will  hold  a hearing  to 
determine  whether  the  tree  nominated  at  the  following  address  meets  the  criteria  for  designation  as  a 
landmark  tree.  (Explanatory  Documents:  Board  of  Supervisors  Resolution  431-08  (PDF) 

http://sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/Res431  -08Buckeve.pdf.  Landmark  Tree 

Nomination  Packet  (PDF) 

http://sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/081305LandmarkTreeNominationPacket.pdf. 

and  Committee  and  Staff  Evaluation  Forms  (PDF) 

http://sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/EvaluationForms.pdfl  (Discussion  and 

Action) 

California  Buckeye  (Aesculus  Californica),  757  California  Street,  Assessor’s  Block  41 6B,  Lot  11. 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing,  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  will  vote  on  whether  to  approve  or  reject  the 
nomination  and  shall  adopt  written  findings  to  support  its  decision  to  forward  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council. 
The  Council  will  forward  approved  nominations  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  further  consideration. 

Chair  Boss  provided  an  overview  of  the  Committee,  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  Board  of  Supervisors 
landmark  tree  designation  process.  Staff  and  Committee  members  discussed  their  evaluation  of  the  tree  (see 

Evaluation  Forms  (PDF)  http://sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinas/ufc  iandmarktree/supportinq/2008/EvaluationForms.pdf) 

Mr.  Peter  Linenthal,  Director,  Potrero  Hill  Archives  Project,  stated  that  the  organization  has  been  collecting 
historical  material  on  Potrero  Hill  for  about  twenty  years,  and  a book  was  created  on  Potrero  Hill’s  history  that 
includes  this  particular  tree.  An  inquiry  was  made  as  to  the  potential  age  of  the  tree.  Mr.  Linenthal  spoke  in 
support  of  landmark  status. 

Representative  from  Supervisor  Maxwell’s  Office  stated  that  Supervisor  Maxwell  decided  to  sponsor  this  tree 
because  of  its  uniqueness,  that  it’s  a low-growing  tree,  expansive,  and  is  appreciated  on  a regular  basis  in 
people’s  every  day  lives.  The  age  of  the  tree  was  questioned  as  the  tree  is  larger  than  these  trees  tend  to 
grow,  and  appears  that  it  has  been  in  existence  for  a long  time. 


Mr.  Greg  Gaar,  Nature  in  the  City,  stated  this  tree  is  an  indigenous  tree  and  spoke  on  the  importance  of 
preserving  what  is  left  of  San  Francisco’s  heritage.  Mr.  Gaar  spoke  in  support  of  landmark  status. 

Council  Chair  Terry  Milne  recommended  placing  a plaque  on  this  tree  if  it  were  to  be  granted  landmark  tree 
status.  It  was  recommended  that  there  be  interaction  with  CalTrans  to  make  sure  they  are  aware  of  its 
landmark  status  and  to  avoid  removal/pruning  of  the  tree. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Hillan  and  second  by  Member  Blair,  the  California  Buckeye  tree  at  757  Pennsylvania 
Avenue  was  recommended  for  landmark  tree  status  for  the  full  Council’s  consideration  at  their  December  14th 
meeting.  (AYES:  Chair  Boss,  Members  Blair,  Hillan,  and  Sustarich;  Absent:  Member  Griswold) 

4.  Landmark  Tree  Public  Outreach.  (Discussion)  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  an  outreach  letter  had 
previously  been  sent  to  all  entities  with  the  authority  to  nominate  a tree.  Coordinator  Hui  presented  on  the 
landmark  tree  program  to  the  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  earlier  this  year.  Chair  Boss  and 
Member  Hillan  recommended  media  events  surrounding  landmark  tree  plaque  installations  which  may 
stimulate  others  to  nominate  trees.  Chair  Boss  recommended  creating  publication  or  newspaper  articles  on 
the  landmark  tree  process.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  (1)  there  would  be  an  annual  landmark  tree  tour 
and  would  request  partnership  from  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest;  (2)  the  Department  of  the  Environment’s 
Outreach  program  area  would  be  funding  an  informational  postcard  that  would  have  a landmark  tree  in  the 
front  and  include  basic  instructions  on  the  process  on  the  back  of  the  postcard;  (3)  biographies  would  be 
added  to  the  landmark  tree  database  which  would  feed  into  a self-guided  landmark  tree  tour;  and  (4) 
fundraising  is  being  done  for  the  plaques.  Member  Hillan  recommended  handing  out  the  postcards  to  certified 
arborists  to  give  to  their  clients.  Member  Blair  recommended  adding  photos  of  landmark  trees  to  the 
Department’s  website.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  there  would  be  an  image  of  each  tree  added  to  the 
google  map  of  landmark  trees  on  the  Department  of  the  Environment’s  website  and  to  the  biographies. 

Council  Chair  Milne  recommended  media  events  as  an  effective  outreach  method.  It  was  stated  that  the 
nomination  forms  may  be  a deterrent  to  property  owners  because  they  may  feel  they  don’t  have  the  expertise 
or  information  available  to  fill  out  the  form. 

Public  Comment:  Mr.  Gaar  stated  that  docents  at  the  Arboretum  could  assist  in  promoting  landmark  tree 
outreach.  Additional  publicity  recommendations  included  requesting  coverage  by  Channel  7 Salutes, 
advertisement  on  U-Tube,  and  a teaching  guide  that  can  be  used  in  schools,  e.g.  pictures  of  kids  in  trees. 
Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  she  would  consult  with  the  Department’s  Education  program  on  partnering  in 
this  effort 

5.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items.  (Information  and  Discussion)  Committee  members  discussed  the 
new  Committee  structure  due  to  Urban  Forestry  Council  Ordinance  changes  as  it  applies  to  Council 
membership.  Urban  Forestry  Council  Chair  Milne  stated  that  the  Bylaws  would  have  to  be  amended  at  a 
future  meeting  in  order  to  reflect  membership  changes.  Member  Hillan  recommended  that  the  Committee 
revisit  the  visible  identification  of  landmark  trees  topic  at  a future  meeting. 

6.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Committee  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Committee’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda.  There  was  no  public  comment  at  this  time. 

7.  Adjournment.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  meeting  adjourned  at  5:08  p.m. 

‘Approved: 
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*Monday,  November  17,  2008,  4:00  p.m. 
City  Hall,  Room  421 
One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


*The  Tuesday,  November  11,  2008,  4:00  p.m.  Regular  Meeting  of  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  was 
RESCHEDULED  to  Monday,  November  17,  2008  at  4:00  p.m.  due  to  a legal  holiday  on  November  11th. 

COMMITTEE  MEMBERS:  Mike  Boss  (Chair),  Carolyn  Blair,  Steve  Griswold,  Malcolm  Hillan,  and  Mark  Sustarich. 

Order  of  Business 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  4:03  p.m. 

Present:  Chair  Boss,  Members  Blair,  Hillan,  and  Sustarich  (Absent:  Member  Griswold). 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  of  the  August  12,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council  Landmark  Tree  Committee 
Regular  Meeting.  (Discussion  and  Action)  Upon  Motion  by  Member  Hillan  and  second  by  Member  Sustarich, 
the  Meeting  Minutes  were  approved  without  objection  (AYES:  Chair  Boss,  Members  Hillan  and  Sustarich; 
Absent:  Members  Blair  and  Griswold)  (Explanatory  Document:  August  12,  2008  Approved  Minutes 

http://sfaov.org/site/sfenvironment  paqe.asp?id=87000) 

3.  Hearing  on  Nomination  for  Landmark  Tree  Status.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  will  hold  a hearing  to 
determine  whether  the  tree  nominated  at  the  following  address  meets  the  criteria  for  designation  as  a 
landmark  tree.  (Explanatory  Documents:  Board  of  Supervisors  Resolution  431-08  (PDF) 

http://sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/Res431-08Buckeve.pdf.  Landmark  Tree 

Nomination  Packet  (PDF) 

http://sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/081 305LandmarkTreeNominationPacket.pdf. 

and  Committee  and  Staff  Evaluation  Forms  (PDF) 

http://sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/EvaluationForms.pdf)  (DiSCUSSion  and 

Action) 

California  Buckeye  (Aesculus  Californica),  757  California  Street,  Assessor’s  Block  41 6B,  Lot  11. 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing,  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  will  vote  on  whether  to  approve  or  reject  the 
nomination  and  shall  adopt  written  findings  to  support  its  decision  to  forward  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council. 
The  Council  will  forward  approved  nominations  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  further  consideration. 

Chair  Boss  provided  an  overview  of  the  Committee,  Urban  Forestry  Council  and  Board  of  Supervisors 
landmark  tree  designation  process.  Staff  and  Committee  members  discussed  their  evaluation  of  the  tree  (see 
Evaluation  Forms  (PDF)  http://sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2008/EvaluationForms.pdf) 

Mr.  Peter  Linenthal,  Director,  Potrero  Hill  Archives  Project,  stated  that  the  organization  has  been  collecting 
historical  material  on  Potrero  Hill  for  about  twenty  years,  and  a book  was  created  on  Potrero  Hill’s  history  that 
includes  this  particular  tree.  An  inquiry  was  made  as  to  the  potential  age  of  the  tree.  Mr.  Linenthal  spoke  in 
support  of  landmark  status. 

Representative  from  Supervisor  Maxwell’s  Office  stated  that  Supervisor  Maxwell  decided  to  sponsor  this  tree 
because  of  its  uniqueness,  that  it’s  a low-growing  tree,  expansive,  and  is  appreciated  on  a regular  basis  in 
people’s  every  day  lives.  The  age  of  the  tree  was  questioned  as  the  tree  is  larger  than  these  trees  tend  to 
grow,  and  appears  that  it  has  been  in  existence  for  a long  time. 
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Mr.  Greg  Gaar,  Nature  in  the  City,  stated  this  tree  is  an  indigenous  tree  and  spoke  on  the  importance  of 
preserving  what  is  left  of  San  Francisco’s  heritage.  Mr.  Gaar  spoke  in  support  of  landmark  status. 

Council  Chair  Terry  Milne  recommended  placing  a plaque  on  this  tree  if  it  were  to  be  granted  landmark  tree 
status.  It  was  recommended  that  there  be  interaction  with  CalTrans  to  make  sure  they  are  aware  of  its 
landmark  status  and  to  avoid  removal/pruning  of  the  tree. 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Hillan  and  second  by  Member  Blair,  the  California  Buckeye  tree  at  757  Pennsylvania 
Avenue  was  recommended  for  landmark  tree  status  for  the  full  Council’s  consideration  at  their  December  14th 
meeting.  (AYES:  Chair  Boss,  Members  Blair,  Hillan,  and  Sustarich;  Absent:  Member  Griswold) 

4.  Landmark  Tree  Public  Outreach.  (Discussion)  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  an  outreach  letter  had 
previously  been  sent  to  all  entities  with  the  authority  to  nominate  a tree.  Coordinator  Hui  presented  on  the 
landmark  tree  program  to  the  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  earlier  this  year.  Chair  Boss  and 
Member  Hillan  recommended  media  events  surrounding  landmark  tree  plaque  installations  which  may 
stimulate  others  to  nominate  trees.  Chair  Boss  recommended  creating  publication  or  newspaper  articles  on 
the  landmark  tree  process.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  (1)  there  would  be  an  annual  landmark  tree  tour 
and  would  request  partnership  from  Friends  of  the  Urban  Forest;  (2)  the  Department  of  the  Environment’s 
Outreach  program  area  would  be  funding  an  informational  postcard  that  would  have  a landmark  tree  in  the 
front  and  include  basic  instructions  on  the  process  on  the  back  of  the  postcard;  (3)  biographies  would  be 
added  to  the  landmark  tree  database  which  would  feed  into  a self-guided  landmark  tree  tour;  and  (4) 
fundraising  is  being  done  for  the  plaques.  Member  Hillan  recommended  handing  out  the  postcards  to  certified 
arborists  to  give  to  their  clients.  Member  Blair  recommended  adding  photos  of  landmark  trees  to  the 
Department’s  website.  Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  there  would  be  an  image  of  each  tree  added  to  the 
google  map  of  landmark  trees  on  the  Department  of  the  Environment’s  website  and  to  the  biographies. 

Council  Chair  Milne  recommended  media  events  as  an  effective  outreach  method.  It  was  stated  that  the 
nomination  forms  may  be  a deterrent  to  property  owners  because  they  may  feel  they  don’t  have  the  expertise 
or  information  available  to  fill  out  the  form. 

Public  Comment:  Mr.  Gaar  stated  that  docents  at  the  Arboretum  could  assist  in  promoting  landmark  tree 
outreach.  Additional  publicity  recommendations  included  requesting  coverage  by  Channel  7 Salutes, 
advertisement  on  U-Tube,  and  a teaching  guide  that  can  be  used  in  schools,  e.g.  pictures  of  kids  in  trees. 
Coordinator  Hui  reported  that  she  would  consult  with  the  Department’s  Education  program  on  partnering  in 
this  effort 

5.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items.  (Information  and  Discussion)  Committee  members  discussed  the 
new  Committee  structure  due  to  Urban  Forestry  Council  Ordinance  changes  as  it  applies  to  Council 
membership.  Urban  Forestry  Council  Chair  Milne  stated  that  the  Bylaws  would  have  to  be  amended  at  a 
future  meeting  in  order  to  reflect  membership  changes.  Member  Hillan  recommended  that  the  Committee 
revisit  the  visible  identification  of  landmark  trees  topic  at  a future  meeting. 

6.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Committee  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Committee’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda.  There  was  no  public  comment  at  this  time. 

7.  Adjournment.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  meeting  adjourned  at  5:08  p.m. 

‘Approved:  November  10,  2009 
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San  Francisco 
Urban  Forestry  Council 


Landmark  Tree  Committee 


NOTICE  OF  CANCELLED  MEETING 

Tuesday,  December  9,  2008,  4:00  p.m. 
Room  421,  City  Hall 


The  Tuesday,  December  9,  2008,  4:00  p.m.  Regular  Meeting  of  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council’s  Landmark  Tree  Committee  has  been  CANCELLED.  An 
agenda  will  be  prepared  and  distributed  at  least  72  hours  prior  to  the  next 
scheduled  meeting.  If  you  have  any  questions,  please  contact  the  Council 
Secretary  at  (41 5)  355-3709  or  Council  Coordinator  at  (41 5)  355-3731 . You 

may  also  visit  our  website  http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  meetinq.asp?id=61012  for  additional 
meeting  information. 

Respectfully  submitted  by, 

Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Posted:  December  2,  2008 
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11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Telephone:  (415)  355-3700  . Fax:  (415)  554-6393 
Email:  urbanforestcouncil@sfgov.org 
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11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Telephone:  (415)  355-3700  • Fax:  (415)  554-6393 
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San  Francisco 
Urban  Forestry  Council 


Landmark  Tree  Committee 


NOTICE  OF  CANCELLED  MEETING 
Tuesday,  January  13,  2009,4:00  p.m. 
Room  421,  City  Hall 


The  Tuesday,  January  13,  2009,  4:00  p.m.  Regular  Meeting  of  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council’s  Landmark  Tree  Committee  has  been  CANCELLED.  An 
agenda  will  be  prepared  and  distributed  at  least  72  hours  prior  to  the  next 
scheduled  meeting.  If  you  have  any  questions,  please  contact  the  Council 
Secretary  at  (415)  355-3709  or  Council  Coordinator  at  (415)  355-3731.  You 

may  also  visit  our  website  http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  meetinq.asp?id=61012  for  additional 
meeting  information. 

Respectfully  submitted  by, 


Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Posted:  December  31,  2008 


11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Telephone:  (415)  355-3700  • Fax:  (415)  554-6393 
Email:  urbanforestcouncil@sfgov.org 
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San  Francisco 
Urban  Forestry  Council 


Landmark  Tree  Committee 

NOTICE  OF  CANCELLED  MEETING 

Tuesday,  February  10,  2009,  4:00  p.m. 

Room  421,  City  Hall 

The  Tuesday,  February  10,  2009,  4:00  p.m.  Regular  Meeting  of  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council’s  Landmark  Tree  Committee  has  been  CANCELLED.  An 
agenda  will  be  prepared  and  distributed  at  least  72  hours  prior  to  the  next 
scheduled  meeting.  If  you  have  any  questions,  please  contact  the  Council 
Secretary  at  (41 5)  355-3709  or  Council  Coordinator  at  (41 5)  355-3731 . You 

may  also  visit  our  website  http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  meetina.asp?id=61012  for  additional 
meeting  information. 

Respectfully  submitted  by, 

Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Posted:  February  4,  2009 
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11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Telephone:  (415)  355-3700  • Fax:  (415)  554-6393 
Email:  urbanforestcouncil@sfgov.org 
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San  Francisco 
Urban  Forestry  Council 


Landmark  Tree  Committee 

NOTICE  OF  CANCELLED  MEETING 
Tuesday,  March  10,  2009,4:00  p.m. 
Room  421,  City  Hall 


The  Tuesday,  March  10,  2009,  4:00  p.m.  Regular  Meeting  of  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council’s  Landmark  Tree  Committee  has  been  CANCELLED.  An 
agenda  will  be  prepared  and  distributed  at  least  72  hours  prior  to  the  next 
scheduled  meeting.  If  you  have  any  questions,  please  contact  the  Council 
Secretary  at  (41 5)  355-3709  or  Council  Coordinator  at  (41 5)  355-3731 . You 

may  also  visit  our  website  http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  meetinq.asp?id=61012  for  additional 
meeting  information. 

Respectfully  submitted  by, 

Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Posted:  February  26,  2009 
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'Mp?  Urban  Forestry  Council 


Landmark  Tree  Committee 

NOTICE  OF  CANCELLED  MEETING 
Tuesday,  April  14,  2009,  4:00  p.m. 
Room  421,  City  Hall 


The  Tuesday,  April  14,  2009,  4:00  p.m.  Regular  Meeting  of  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council’s  Landmark  Tree  Committee  has  been  CANCELLED.  An 
agenda  will  be  prepared  and  distributed  at  least  72  hours  prior  to  the  next 
scheduled  meeting.  If  you  have  any  questions,  please  contact  the  Council 
Secretary  at  (415)  355-3709  or  Council  Coordinator  at  (41 5)  355-3731 . You 
may  also  visit  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  website 

http://sfaov.org/site/sfenvironment  meetinq.asp?id=61012  for  additional  meeting  information. 


Respectfully  submitted  by, 
Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Posted:  April  7,  2009 
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San  Francisco 
Urban  Forestry  Council 


Landmark  Tree  Ad  Hoc  Committee 

NOTICE  OF  SPECIAL  MEETING 
Tuesday,  November  10,  2009,  4:00  p.m. 
Room  421,  City  Hall 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


The  San  Francisco  Urban  Forestry  Council’s  Landmark  Tree  Ad  Hoc 
Committee  is  scheduled  to  hold  a Special  Meeting  on  Tuesday,  November  10, 
2009  at  4:00  p.m.  to  consider  the  following  landmark  tree  nominations: 

Assessor’s  Block  0678,  Lots  037-104;  2040-2060  Sutter  Street,  SF,  CA  9411 5-- 
Canary  Island  Date  Palm  (Phoenix  canariensis)  1;  Canary  Island  Date  Palm 
(Phoenix  canariensis)  2;  Norfolk  Island  Pine  (Araucaria  heteropylla). 

The  meeting  will  be  held  at  City  Hall,  Room  421,  One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett 
Place,  in  San  Francisco,  CA  94102.  An  agenda  will  be  prepared  and 
distributed  at  least  72  hours  prior  to  the  next  scheduled  meeting.  If  you  have 
any  questions  regarding  the  agenda,  please  contact  the  Council  Secretary  at 
(41 5)  355-3709  or  the  Council  Coordinator  at  (41 5)  355-3731 . You  may  also 

visit  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee’s  website  httD://sfaov.orq/site/sfenvironment  meetinq.asp?id=61 01 2 

for  additional  meeting  information. 

Respectfully  submitted  by, 


Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 


Posted:  October  7,  2009 


11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Telephone:  (415)  355-3700  • Fax:  (415)  554-6393 
Email:  urbanforestcouncil@sfgov.org 


San  Francisco 

Urban  Forestry  Council 


LANDMARK  TREE  AD  HOC  COMMITTEE 


Special  Meeting  Notice  and  Agenda 
Tuesday,  November  Id,  2009,  4:00  p.m. 

City  Hail,  Room  421 
One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  @4132 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

OCT  2 7 2009 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


COMMITTEE  MEMBERS:  Malcolm  Hillan  (Chair),  Carolyn  Blair,  Jocelyn  Cohen,  Kelaine  Vargas 


1 . Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call. 

2.  Adoption  of  Minutes  (Corrected)  of  the  November  17,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Landmark  Tree  Committee  Regular  Meeting  (Explanatory  Document:  November  17,  2008  Draft 
Minutes  httD://sfaov.orQ/site/sfenvironment  paae.asp?id=93350J  (Discussion  and  Action). 

3.  Hearing  on  Nomination  for  Landmark  Tree  Status.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  will  hold  a 
hearing  to  determine  whether  the  trees  nominated  at  the  following  address  meets  the  criteria  for 
designation  as  landmark  trees.  (Discussion  and  Action) 

2040-2060  Sutter  Street,  SF,  CA  94115,  Assessor's  Block  0678,  Lots  037=104 

• Norfolk  Island  Pine  (Araucaria  heteropylla)  (Explanatory  Document:  Nomination  Form 
(PDF) 

http://sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinas/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2009/NorfolkIslandPineNomi 
nationForm.pdf  and  Staff  Evaluation  (Word) 

http://sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2009/NorfolkIslandPineMLH 
%20eval.doc) 

• Canary  Island  Date  Palm  #1  (Phoenix  canariensis)  (Explanatory  Document:  Nomination 
Form  (PDF) 

http://sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2009/CanarvIslandDatelNo 
minationForm.pdf  and  Staff  Evaluation  (Word) 

http://sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinqs/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2009/CanaryIslandPaimlML 
H%20eval.docl 

• Canary  Island  Date  Palm  #2  (Phoenix  canariensis)  (Explanatory  Document:  Nomination 
Form  (PDF) 

http://sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinas/ufc  landmarktree/supportina/2009/CanarvIslandDate2No 
mination%20Form.pdf  and  Staff  Evaluation  (Word) 

http://sfqov.orq/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinas/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2009/CanarvIslandPalm2ML 
Heval.doc) 


Order  of  Business 

Public  Comment  will  be  heard  before  the  Committee  takes  action  on  any  item. 


(Additional  Explanatory  Documents:  Images  of  Nominated  Trees  (Word) 

http://sfqov.org/site/uploadedfiles/sfenvironment/meetinas/ufc  landmarktree/supportinq/2009/Compiledimaqes.doc) 


At  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing,  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  will  vote  on  whether  to  approve  or 
reject  the  nominations  and  shall  adopt  written  findings  to  support  its  decision  to  forward  to  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council.  The  Council  will  forward  approved  nominations  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  further 
consideration. 

4.  New  Business/ Future  Agenda  Items.  (Information  and  Discussion) 

5.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Committee  on  matters  that  are  within  the 
Committee's  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today's  agenda. 

6.  Adjournment. 


Landmark  Tree  Hearing  Recommended  Guidelines 

The  Committee  Chair  has  the  discretion  to  change  speaker  order  or  length  of  time  for  each  speaker  if  the  Chair 
determines  the  request  to  be  reasonable. 

1)  Sponsor  for  nomination  (8  min) 

2)  Staff  analysis  (8  min) 

3)  Property  owner's  presentation,  including  outside  professional  staff  (8  min) 

4)  Affected  property  owner's  presentation,  including  outside  professional  staff  (8  min) 

5)  Public  comment  (up  to  3 min/per  person) 

6)  Committee  Evaluation  Reports  (8  min  total) 

7)  Staff  Rebuttal  (3-5  min) 

8)  Property  Owner  Rebuttal  (3-5  min) 

9)  Affected  property  owner  rebuttal  (3-5  min) 

10)  Discussion  and  Action  by  Committee 


Public  Comment 

At  this  time,  members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Committee  on  items  of  interest  that  are  within  the  subject  matter  jurisdiction  of 
the  Committee  but  are  not  on  today's  agenda.  Public  comment  will  be  taken  following  each  agendized  item.  Each  member  of  the 
public  may  address  the  Committee  for  up  to  three  minutes,  unless  otherwise  announced  by  the  Chair.  If  it  is  demonstrated  that  the 
comments  by  the  public  will  exceed  15  minutes,  the  Chair  may  continue  Public  Comment  to  another  time  during  the  meeting. 


The  Brown  Act  forbids  the  Committee  from  taking  action  or  discussing  any  item  or  issue  not  appearing  on  the  posted  agenda.  This 
rule  applies  to  issues  raised  in  public  comment  as  well.  In  response  to  public  comment,  not  on  an  agendized  item,  the  Committee 
is  limited  to: 

1.  Briefly  responding  to  statements  made  or  questions  posed  by  members  of  the  public,  or 

2.  Request  staff  to  report  back  on  a matter  at  a subsequent  meeting,  or 

3.  Directing  staff  to  place  the  item  or  issue  on  a future  agenda  (Government  Code  Section  54954.2(a).) 

Disability  Access 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  Landmark  Tree  Committee  meetings  will  be  held  in  Room  421,  City  Hall,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place, 
San  Francisco,  CA.  The  Committee  meeting  room  is  wheelchair  accessible.  The  closest  accessible  BART  station  is  the  Civic  Center 
Station  at  United  Nations  Plaza  and  Market  Street.  Accessible  MUNI  lines  serving  this  location  are:  #42  Downtown  Loop,  and  #71 
Haight/Noriega  and  the  F Line  to  Market  and  Van  Ness  and  the  Metro  Stations  at  Van  Ness  and  Market  and  at  Civic  Center.  For 
information  about  MUNI  accessible  services  call  (415)  923-6142.  There  is  accessible  curbside  parking  adjacent  to  City  Hall  on  Grove 
Street  and  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Veterans  Building  at  401  Van  Ness  Avenue  adjacent  to  Davies  Hall  and  the 
War  Memorial  Complex. 

The  following  services  are  available  on  request  48  hours  prior  to  the  meeting;  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the  deadline 
shall  be  4:00  p.m.  of  the  last  business  day  of  the  preceding  week:  For  American  sign  language  interpreters  or  the  use  of  a reader 
during  a meeting,  a sound  enhancement  system,  and/or  alternative  formats  of  the  agenda  and  minutes,  please  contact  Monica  Fish 
at  (415)  355-3709  to  make  arrangements  for  the  accommodation.  Late  requests  will  be  honored,  if  possible. 


In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
sensitivity  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various 
chemical  based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals.  Individuals  with  chemical  sensitivity  or  related 
disabilities  should  call  the  Mayor's  Office  on  Disability  at  (415)  554-6789  or  (415)  554-6799  (TTY)  for  additional  information. 

Know  Your  Rights  Under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other 
agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted 
before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review.  For  more  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine 
Ordinance  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  the  Sunshine  Task  Force  Administrator,  City  Hall,  Room  409,  1 Dr. 
Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4683  at  Phone  No.:  (415)  554-7724;  Fax  No.:  (415)  554-7854;  E-mail: 
sotf@sfqov.org.  Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Sunshine  Task  Force  Administrator,  the  San  Francisco 
Public  Library  and  on  the  City's  website  at  www.sfaov.org. 

Lobbyist  Registration  and  Reporting  Requirements 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the  San 
Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  [SF  Campaign  & Governmental  Conduct  Code  §2.100,  et.  seq]  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity. 
For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at:  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94102;  telephone  (415)  252-3100,  fax  (415)  252-3112;  web  site  at  www.sfqov.org/ethics. 

Other  Important  Information 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please 
be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell 
phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Copies  of  explanatory  documents  are  available  to  the  public  at  Department  of  Environment,  11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco, 
California  between  the  hours  of  9 a.m.  and  5 p.m.,  or  when  possible,  on  the  Department  of  Environment's  webpage: 
http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  meetinq.asp?id=61012  (by  following  the  links  by  each  agenda  item),  by  following  the  links  by 
each  agenda  item  above,  or,  upon  request  to  the  Council  Secretary,  at  the  above  address  or  telephone  number  415-355-3709,  or 
via  e-mail  at  Monica.Fish@Sfgov.org  within  three  business  days  of  a meeting.  If  any  materials  related  to  an  item  on  this  agenda 
have  been  distributed  to  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  after  distribution  of  the  agenda  packet,  those  materials  are  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Department  of  the  Environment,  11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102  during  normal  office  hours  or  will 
be  made  available  at  the  meeting  website  link  http://sfqov.org/site/sfenvironment  meetinq.asp?id=61012  as  links  to  the  agenda  or 
meeting  minutes  (by  item). 

When  bringing  handouts  to  meetings,  please  photocopy  on  both  sides  of  the  paper  and  try  to  use  post-consumer  recycled  or  tree-free 
paper.  Also,  please  bring  sufficient  copies  of  handouts  for  both  the  Commission  and  the  public. 


Monica  Fish,  Council  Secretary 

TEL:  (415)  355-3709;  FAX:  415-554-6393 


Posted:  October  27,  2009 


Images  of  nominated  trees  at  2040  Sutter  Street 


All  trees  together: 


Norfolk  Island  Pine: 


Images  of  nominated  trees  at  2040  Sutter  Street 


Canary  Island  Date  #2 


Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 


Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  Section  810,  the  UFC  has  developed  these  criteria  for 
evaluating  potential  landmark  trees  in  San  Francisco.  When  evaluating  or  considering  potential  landmark  trees, 
please  consider  the  context  of  the  tree  within  its  site  location.  For  example,  a tree  on  PUC  land  may  not  have  the 
same  community  importance  that  a street  or  park  tree  would.  Use  comment  sections,  as  appropriate,  to  explain 
or  support  evaluation.  Attach  sheets  if  more  space  is  needed. 


Evaluator’s  name:  Mei  Ling  Hui 
Date  of  evaluation:  10/19/09 
Scientific  name:  Araucaria  heterophylla 
Common  name:  Norfolk  Island  Pine 
Street  address:  2040  Sutter  Street 
Cross  streets:  Steiner  Street 


Rarity  Yes  /_  Partially  No 

Rarity:  Rare  /Uncommon  Common  Other 

Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco  or  other  geographic  regions. 

Comment:  Not  the  most  uncommon  tree  in  San  Francisco  , but  due  to  it’s  size,  not  the  most  common 
tree  either. 

Physical  Attributes  _/  Yes  Partially  No 

Size:  /Large  Medium  Small 

Notable  size  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species  in  San  Francisco. 

Comment:  This  specimen  is  very  large. 

Age:  _/_Yes  No 

Significantly  advanced  age  for  the  species. 

Comment:  It  is  a mature  tree. 

Distinguished  form:  _/_Yes  No 

Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  species,  has  a majestic  quality  or  otherwise  unique  structure. 
Describe:  The  tree  is  incredibly  beautiful  and  a good  example  of  it’s  species.  It’s  tall  and  straight, 
tapering  towards  the  top,  with  lower  branches  drooping  and  higher  branches  curving  upward.  The 
branches  are  well  spaced.  It’s  just  gorgeous. 

Tree  condition:  / Good Poor  Hazard 

Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a hazard 

Describe:  Tree  looks  very  healthy  - though  there  is  one  spot  of  moss  growing  on  the  trunk  near  the 

base  of  the  tree  on  the  west  side.  The  garden  is  quite  shady. 
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Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 


2 


Historical  Yes  Partially  / No 

Historical  Association:  Yes  None  apparent 

Related  to  a historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 

Profiled  in  a publication  or  other  media:  Yes  /Unknown 

Tree  has  received  coverage  in  print,  internet,  video  media,  etc.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 


Environmental  /_  Yes  Partially  No 

Prominent  landscape  feature:  /Yes No 

A striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible:  It  is  the  most  prominent  feature  of  the  courtyard  garden,  not  only 
due  to  it’s  stature,  but  it’s  beautiful  form  and  health. 

Low  tree  density:  Low  /Moderate  High 

Tree  exists  in  a neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 

Interdependent  group  of  trees:  /Yes  No 

This  tree  in  an  integral  member  of  a group  of  trees  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on 
adjacent  trees. 

Describe:  This  tree’s  early  growth  may  have  been  supported  by  the  palm  trees,  before  it  overtook 
them.  While  the  tree  is  currently  shading  out  one  of  the  palms  somewhat,  as  the  palms  grow,  the 
Norfolk  Island  Pine  may  provide  some  wind  shelter. 

Visible  or  Accessible  from  public  right-of-way:  Yes  /No 

High  visibility  and/or  accessibility  from  public  property. 

Describe:  This  tree  may  be  visible  from  other  properties  or  even  from  a section  of  the  street  at  the  end 
of  the  courtyard,  however,  it  is  not  highly  visible  nor  publicly  accessible. 

High  traffic  area:  Yes  /No 

Tree  is  located  in  an  area  that  has  a high  volume  of  vehicle,  pedestrian  or  bike  traffic  and  has  a 
potential  traffic  calming  effect. 

Important  wildlife  habitat:  Yes  /No 

Species  has  a known  relationship  with  a particular  local  wildlife  species  or  it  provides  food,  shelter,  or 
nesting  to  specific  known  wildlife  individuals. 

Erosion  control:  Yes  /No 

Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 

Wind  or  sound  barrier:  Yes  /No 

Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise. 

Describe:  While  the  tree  is  significantly  taller  than  adjacent  buildings,  given  its  location 
within  an  interior  courtyard  between  buildings,  it’s  not  likely  that  there  is  much  wind  or  noise 
to  block. 
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Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 
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Cultural  / Yes  _Partially  No 

Neighborhood  appreciation:  / Yes  None  apparent 

Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or 
related  to  tree,  etc.  Attach  documentation: 

Describe:  Tree  is  communally  owned  by  the  building’s  HO  A;  in  order  to  submit  this  application,  the 
HOA’s  Board  of  Director’s  had  to  approve  the  nominations,  which  they  could  not  have  done  without 
community  support. 

Cultural  appreciation:  Yes  / None  apparent 

Particular  value  to  certain  cultural  or  ethnic  groups  in  the  city. 

Planting  contributes  to  neighborhood  character:  /Yes  No 

Tree  contributes  significantly  to,  or  represents,  neighborhood  aesthetic. 

Describe  contribution:  Tree  creates  character  for  the  surrounding  area. 

Profiled  in  a publication  or  other  media:  Yes  /Unknown 

Tree  has  received  coverage  in  print,  internet,  video  media,  etc.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 

Prominent  landscape  feature:  /Yes  No 

A striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible:  The  shady  and  cool  character  of  the  courtyard  area  of  the  HOA  is 
highly  influenced  by  this  tree. 


Additional  comments 

Gorgeous,  gorgeous  tree. 
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SAN  FRANCISCO  URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 


Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Form 

Disclaimer:  Any  information  you  include  on  this  form  will  be  part  of  the  public  record.  Anyone 
may  request  to  see  the  information  you  submit  for  a landmark  tree  nomination.  For  more  legal 
information,  see  the  last  page  of  this  form. 

Who  cam  nominate  a landmark  tree? 

B The  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  and  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory 
Board  may  nominate  a tree. 

b The  head  of  a City  department  or  agency  may  nominate  a tree  on  property  under  their 
jurisdiction.  City  departments  and  agencies  should  conduct  an  internal  approval  process 
before  nominating  a tree. 

■ A property  owner  may  nominate  a tree  on  his  or  her  property. 

■ A member  of  the  public  may  ask  an  authorized  nominator  to  nominate  a tree. 

Please  mote  that  a permit  will  be  required  for  amy  future  removal  of  a landmark  tree. 

Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  810,  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  requests 
the  following  information. 

I am  one  of  the  following  authorized  nominators 
Property  owner 

□ Board  of  Supervisor  member 

□ Head  of  a city  department  or  agency 

□ Planning  Commission  member 

□ Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  member 


Authorized  nominator  (Supervisor,  Planning 
Commission,  Landmarks  Advisory  Board, 
Head  of  City  Department,  Property  Owner): 


Member  of  the  public  who  initiated  nomination 
(if  applicable): 

Suj-fef  F&ric  WiUU  tyofo 


Name 

Address 

f^Zo  Su4f<v  £+*-£*■/- 

Address 

A^«i ^haaUco  c4w/r 

Phone  (day) 

Phone^day)  C/&  Cr4’Ut«*pe  (Pfpp€rW  1 

Fax  # 

Fax#Ltl  sw  s 

I am  an  authorized  nominator  and  I support 
this  nomination. 


Signature 


Date 


Email  J \f  & £ . c© 

m fi  9> 

I am  the  property  owner  and  I grant 
permission  for  city  staff  to  evaluate  the 
nominated  tree  on  the  property  with  advance 

9A>'  a 
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SAN  FRANCISCO  URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 


The  Urban  Forestry  Council  will  use  the  following  criteria  to  evaluate  each  potential  landmark 
tree.  If  you  need  more  space  to  describe  the  tree,  please  attach  additional  sheets. 

TREE  DESCRIPTION 

Tree  name  (species  and  common  name):  Pi  f (W)(lox\0\  fpcfe f Of>h y j I Ol 

Number  of  trees:  N0('4-a)k.  I 

Street  address:  Su  < k (A  / ACi T - £ 0 W 0 j Zo&O  ^u  

Location  of  Tree:  □ Front  yard  [j/f  Rear  yard  □ Side  yard  □ Corner-side  yard 

□ Public  right-of-way  □ Public  lands  □ Not  sure 

□ Other: 


If  the  tree  which  extends  beyond  multiple  properties: 

Which  part  of  the  tree  does  so? 

□ Trunk  □ Canopy 
Where  in  the  neighboring  area? 

□ Front  yard  □ Rear  yard  □ Side  yard  □ Corner-side  yard 


GPS  units  (OPTIONAL): 
Height 

Average  canopy  width 


35. 


feet 


Xo 


Distance  from  one  edge  to  opposite  edge  of  tree  canopy 


. feet 


Circumference  at  chest  level 


3~L- 


inches 


Distance  around  trunk  at  4.5  ft  off  the  ground.  http://www.isa-arbor.com/Dublications/tree-ord/heritage.aspx 


Circumference  at  ground  level 


3, 


. inches 


Distance  around  trunk  on  the  ground  where  the  trunk  meets  the  soil. 
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Mute 


"■/  Ui 


Rarity: Rare  V Uncommon  Common 

Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco  or  other  geographic  regions. 


Comment: 


_Other 


Physical 

Size:  nX  Large  Medium  Small 

Notable  size  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species  in  San  Francisco. 


Comment: 


Age:  Significantly  advanced  age  for  the  species. 
Comment:  ppSS  (oQ 


Y( 


Distinguished  form:  X Yes  No 

Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  species,  has  a majestic  quality  or  otherwise  unique  structure. 


Describe: 


-r. 


Tree  condition;  v Good  _Poor  Hazard 

Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a hazard 


Historical 


Historical!  Associate® n:  v Yes  None  apparent 

Related  to  a historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 


Describe  nature  of  appreciation: 


Profiled  in  a publication  or  other  media:  Yes  j/_  Unknown 

Tree  has  received  coverage  in  print,  internet,  video  media,  etc.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 
Describe  coverage: 
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Environmental 


Prominent  landscape  feature: 

A striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 
Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible: 


/ 


Yes 


_No 


Low  tree  density:  V Low  Moderate 

Tree  exists  in  a neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 
Describe: 


High 


Interdependent  group  of  frees;  Yes  No 

This  tree  in  an  integral  member  of  a group  of  trees  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on 
Describe:  diOA£  T £>  gyul  m C ^ £) in  \ 


Visible  or  Accessible  from  public  right-of-way;  n/  Yes  No 

High  visibility  and/or  accessibility  from  public  property.  , , , , r, , , 

Describe:  -from  c fm\lwv>re  Sff£&X  O.T 


High  traffic  area:  Yes  No 

Tree  is  located  in  an  area  that  has  a high  volume  of  vehicle,  pedestrian  or  bike  traffic  and  has  a potential 
traffic  calming  effect. 

Describe: 


Important  wildlife  habitat:  Yes  r No 

Species  has  a known  relationship  with  a particular  local  wildlife  species  or  it  provides  food,  shelter,  or 
nesting  to  specific  known  wildlife  individuals. 


Erosion  control: 

Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 
Describe: 


No 


Wind  or  sound  barrier:  \/ Yes  No 

Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise. 
Describe: 
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CyStorafl 

Neighborhood  appreciation:  Yes  V^Jione  apparent 

Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or 
related  to  tree,  etc.  Attach  documentation: 

Describe: 


euSturall  appreciation:  Yes 

Particular  value  to  certain  cultural  or  ethnic  groups  in  the  city. 
Describe  nature  of  appreciation: 


v4 


.None  apparent 


\/  V 


Planting  contributes  to  neighborhood  character:  z_ Yes 

Tree  contributes  significantly  to,  or  represents,  neighborhood  aesthetic. 
Describe  contribution: 


Profiled  in  a publication  or  other  media:  Yes  \>^LJn known 

Tree  has  received  coverage  in  print,  internet,  video  media,  etc.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 
Describe  coverage: 

Prominent  [landscape  feature:  v Yes 

No 

A striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Describe,  attach  Dhoto  if  Dossible:  Y\Oa  a UT 

^tviy)in0i  hflimdao  h 

' 

J 

Additional  comments 
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Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 


Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  Section  810,  the  UFC  has  developed  these  criteria  for 
evaluating  potential  landmark  trees  in  San  Francisco.  When  evaluating  or  considering  potential  landmark  trees, 
please  consider  the  context  of  the  tree  within  its  site  location.  For  example,  a tree  on  PUC  land  may  not  have  the 
same  community  importance  that  a street  or  park  tree  would.  Use  comment  sections,  as  appropriate,  to  explain 
or  support  evaluation.  Attach  sheets  if  more  space  is  needed. 


Evaluator’s  name:  Mei  Ling  Hui 
Date  of  evaluation:  10/19/09 
Scientific  name:  Phoenix  canariensis 
Common  name:  Canary  Island  Date  Palm  #1 
Street  address:  2040  Sutter  Street 
Cross  streets:  Steiner  Street 


Rarity  Yes  Partially  / No 

Rarity: Rare  Uncommon  / Common  Other 

Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco  or  other  geographic  regions. 

Comment:  Extremely  common  tree  in  San  Francisco 


Physical  Attributes  Yes  ./Partially  No 

Size:  Large  / Medium  Small 

Notable  size  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species  in  San  Francisco. 

Comment:  Tree  is  mature,  but  not  overly  large  or  impressive  in  size. 

Age:  / Yes  No 

Significantly  advanced  age  for  the  species. 

Comment:  Tree  is  mature. 

Distinguished  form:  Yes  /.No 

Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  species,  has  a majestic  quality  or  otherwise  unique  structure. 
Describe:  While  the  tree  is  mature  and  had  been  well  cleaned  and  cared  for,  it’s  canopy  is  not 
especially  full  or  drooping. 

Tree  condition:  / Good Poor  Hazard 

Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a hazard 
Describe:  Roughly  half  of  the  fronds,  the  older  frond,  are  chlorotic.  This  may  be  due  to  shading  from 
the  Norfolk  Island  Pine  or  other  unknowns.  It  was  reported  to  me  by  an  HOA  member  that  the  HOA’s 
arborist  is  addressing  this  issue. 
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Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 
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Historical  Yes  Partially  j/No 

Historical  Association:  Yes  /_  None  apparent 

Related  to  a historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 

Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  It  was  reported  to  me  that  a previous  land  owner,  before  the  condos 
were  built  and  the  area  was  row  houses,  may  have  infomiation  on  when  the  trees  were  planted  and  by 
whom,  though  these  individuals  were  unreachable. 

Profiled  in  a publication  or  other  media: Yes  / Unknown 

Tree  has  received  coverage  in  print,  internet,  video  media,  etc.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 


Environmental  Yes  Partially  _/No 

Prominent  landscape  feature:  Yes  /No 

A striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Low  tree  density:  Low  / Moderate  High 

Tree  exists  in  a neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 

Interdependent  group  of  trees:  j/Yes  No 

This  tree  in  an  integral  member  of  a group  of  trees  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on 
adjacent  trees. 

Describe:  This  tree  may  have  supported  the  Norfolk  Island  Pine  by  providing  wind  shelter  while  the 
NIP  was  growing.  At  this  time,  it  appears  that  the  NIP  may  be  negatively  affecting  the  palm. 

Visible  or  Accessible  from  public  right-of-way:  Yes  /No 

High  visibility  and/or  accessibility  from  public  property. 

High  traffic  area:  Yes  /_No 

Tree  is  located  in  an  area  that  has  a high  volume  of  vehicle,  pedestrian  or  bike  traffic  and  has  a 
potential  traffic  calming  effect. 

Important  wildlife  habitat:  Yes  /No 

Species  has  a known  relationship  with  a particular  local  wildlife  species  or  it  provides  food,  shelter,  or 
nesting  to  specific  known  wildlife  individuals. 

Erosion  control:  Yes  /T'lo 

Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 

Wind  or  sound  barrier:  Yes  No 

Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise. 

Describe:  Tree  may  provide  some  wind  shelter  to  the  neighboring  building,  however,  the  buildings  are 
taller  than  the  trees  and  this  is  not  likely.  Likewise,  the  trees  probably  are  not  able  to  provide  much  it 
the  way  of  sound  barriers  to  the  surrounding  buildings. 
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Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 

Cultural  Yes  V_  Partially  No 

Neighborhood  appreciation:  Yes  None  apparent 

Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or 
related  to  tree,  etc.  Attach  documentation: 

Describe:  The  trees  are  located  in  the  courtyard  of  a large  building  complex.  To  nominate  this  tree,  the 
HOA’s  Board  of  Directors  met  to  discuss  the  merits  of  the  trees  and  agreed  to  nominated  them.  This 
shows  community  support  for  this  process. 

Cultural  appreciation:  Yes  /None  apparent 

Particular  value  to  certain  cultural  or  ethnic  groups  in  the  city. 

Planting  contributes  to  neighborhood  character:  Yes  /No 

Tree  contributes  significantly  to,  or  represents,  neighborhood  aesthetic. 

Profiled  in  a publication  or  other  media:  Yes  /_ Unknown 

Tree  has  received  coverage  in  print,  internet,  video  media,  etc.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 

Prominent  landscape  feature:  Yes  /jNo 

A striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible:  Tree  is  not  very  prominent  in  the  landscape  - from  many  angles,  the 
view  of  this  tree  is  partially  or  mostly  obscured  by  the  Norfolk  Pine  and  other  Date  Palm. 


Additional  comments 

It’s  a nice  looking  tree,  albeit  on  the  smaller  side  for  a mature  specimen  of  this  species.  The  tree  is 
being  cared  for  and  those  who  interact  with  it  are  highly  concerned  with  it  and  very  attached  to  it. 

This  form  is  for  tree  #1  located  on  the  Northern  edge  of  the  courtyard  and  property  line,  closer 
to  the  Norfolk  Island  Pine;  as  shown  in  the  following  diagram: 
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Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Form 

Disclaimer  Any  information  you  include  on  this  form  will  be  part  of  the  public  record.  Anyone 
may  request  to  see  the  information  you  submit  for  a landmark  tree  nomination.  For  more  legal 
information,  see  the  last  page  of  this  form. 

Who  cara  nominate  a landmark  tree? 

■ The  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  and  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory 
Board  may  nominate  a tree. 

» The  head  of  a City  department  or  agency  may  nominate  a tree  on  property  under  their 
jurisdiction.  City  departments  and  agencies  should  conduct  an  internal  approval  process 
before  nominating  a tree. 

8 A property  owner  may  nominate  a tree  on  his  or  her  property. 

■ A member  of  the  public  may  ask  an  authorized  nominator  to  nominate  a tree. 

Please  note  that  a permit  will  be  required  for  any  future  removal  of  a landmark  tree. 

Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  810,  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  requests 
the  following  information. 

I am  one  of  the  following  authorized  nominators 
Property  owner 

□ Board  of  Supervisor  member 

□ Fiead  of  a city  department  or  agency 

□ Planning  Commission  member 

□ Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  member 


Authorized  nominator  (Supervisor,  Planning 
Commission,  Landmarks  Advisory  Board, 
Head  of  City  Department,  Property  Owner): 


Phone  (day) 


Fax  # 


I am  an  authorized  nominator  and  I support 
this  nomination. 


Signature 


Date 


Member  of  the  public  who  initiated  nomination 
(if  applicable): 

ZoHO  STr&rf 

2^9  (?Q  SuTlYr  Srf'r-eje'h' 

Scq  CA  SHIEST  _ 

Ph©ne-(-ctey)£/o 

FaT# 

Hi  S ^c\ai 

Email  @>  UcVlS  S-f. 

f Ww  qiSHoix,ooo 

I am  the  property  owner  and  I grant 
permission  for  city  staff  to  evaluate  the 
nominated  tree  on  the  propept/  with  aplvapce 
note 


„ , Uo***ow*ve- 
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SAN  FRANCISCO  URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 


The  Urban  Forestry  Council  will  use  the  following  criteria  to  evaluate  each  potential  landmark 
tree.  If  you  need  more  space  to  describe  the  tree,  please  attach  additional  sheets. 


TREE  DESCRIPTION 


Tree  name  (species  and  common  name):  \ ho&fi  IsUtA  i (h\ W\ 

Number  of  trees:  U)l> 

Street  address:  5u  fforklAJ&l  ~ Zo^ojzo^Q  

cl6co 

Location  of  Tree:  □ Front  yard  UA,  Rear  yard  □ Side  yard  □ Corner-side  yard 


□ Public  right-of-way  □ Public  lands  □ Not  sure 

□ Other: 


If  the  tree  which  extends  beyond  multiple  properties: 

Which  part  of  the  tree  does  so? 

□ Trunk  ^EKCanopy 
Where  in  the  neighboring  area? 

□ Front  yard  (^Rear  yard  □ Side  yard  □ Corner-side  yard 


GPS  units  (OPTIONAL): 
Height 

Average  canopy  width 


Hs 


n 


Distance  from  one  edge  to  opposite  edge  of  tree  canopy 


Circumference  at  chest  level 

Distance  around  trunk  at  4.5  ft  off  the  ground,  h 

Circumference  at  ground  level 


XJD 

lA 


.feet 
. feet 

. inches 

. inches 


Distance  around  trunk  on  the  ground  where  the  trunk  meets  the  soil. 
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Rarity 


/u 


Rarity:  Rare  V Uncommon  _Common 

Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco  or  other  geographic  regions. 


Comment:  _ 


Pfawsical 

Size:  \f  Large  Medium  Small 

Notable  size  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species  in  San  Francisco. 


Comment: 


Age:  Significantly  advanced  age  for  the  species. 
Comment:  ^)'D^A\\p]fi>  1^1  1*0  - 


Distinguished  form:  vC_  Yes  No 

Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  species,  has  a majestic  quality  or  otherwise  unique  structure. 
Describe: 


Z 


Tree  condition:  V Good  Poor  Hazard 

Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a hazard 


Historical! 

Historical  Association:  Yes  y None  apparent 

Related  to  a historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 

Describe  nature  of  appreciation: 


\/un 


Profiled  in  a publication  or  otter  media:  Yes  V Unknown 

Tree  has  received  coverage  in  print,  internet,  video  media,  etc.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 
Describe  coverage: 
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Environmental 


Prominent  landscape  feature: 

A striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 
Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible: 


j/yi 


/l 


Low  tree  density:  v Low  Moderate 

Tree  exists  in  a neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 
Describe: 


High 


Interdependent  group  of  trees:  \/  Yes  No 

This  tree  in  an  integral  member  of  a group  of  trees  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on 
Describe:  f (o&f  CDMUVj  prJLiv\  /L^A  v\\^h^\c  pHAO  x 


J Yes  N 

bility  and/or  accessibility  from  public  property.  , 


Visible  or  Accessible  from  public  right-of-way: 

High  visibility  and/or  accessibility  from^public  propei 
Describe: 


High  traffic  area:  Yes  v No 

Tree  is  located  in  an  area  that  has  a high  volume  of  vehicle,  pedestrian  or  bike  traffic  and  has  a potential 
traffic  calming  effect. 

Describe: 


Important  wildlife  habitat:  Yes  ./  No 

Species  has  a known  relationship  with  a particular  local  wildlife  species  or  it  provides  food,  shelter,  or 
nesting  to  specific  known  wildlife  individuals. 


Erosion  control:  Yes 

Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 

Describe: 


Z 


No 


Wind  or  sound  barrier:  \/  Yes  No 

Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise. 
Describe: 
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Ojiturag 


Neighborhood  appreciation:  Yes  V None  apparent 

Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or 
related  to  tree,  etc.  Attach  documentation: 

Describe: 


Cultural  appreciation:  Yes 

Particular  value  to  certain  cultural  or  ethnic  groups  in  the  city. 
Describe  nature  of  appreciation: 


i/ 


None  apparent 


n/y 


Planting  contributes  to  neighborhood  character:  V Yes 

Tree  contributes  significantly  to,  or  represents,  neighborhood  aesthetic. 
Describe  contribution: . 


_No 


Profiled  dp  a publication  or  other  media:  Yes  \/ Unknown 

Tree  has  received  coverage  in  print,  internet,  video  media,  etc.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 

Describe  coverage: 


Prominent  Bandseape  feature:  V Yes  No 

A striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible:  ( Lf  C/(D  bOf\ 


Additional  comments 
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Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 


Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  Section  810,  the  UFC  has  developed  these  criteria  for 
evaluating  potential  landmark  trees  in  San  Francisco.  When  evaluating  or  considering  potential  landmark  trees, 
please  consider  the  context  of  the  tree  within  its  site  location.  For  example,  a tree  on  PUC  land  may  not  have  the 
same  community  importance  that  a street  or  park  tree  would.  Use  comment  sections,  as  appropriate,  to  explain 
or  support  evaluation.  Attach  sheets  if  more  space  is  needed. 


Evaluator’s  name:  Mei  Ling  Hui 
Date  of  evaluation:  10/19/09 
Scientific  name:  Phoenix  canariensis 
Common  name:  Canary  Island  Date  Palm  #2 
Street  address:  2040  Sutter  Street 
Cross  streets:  Steiner  Street 

Rarity  Yes  Partially  / No 

Rarity: Rare  Uncommon  / Common  Other 

Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco  or  other  geographic  regions. 

Comment:  Extremely  common  tree  in  San  Francisco 


Physical  Attributes  /Yes Partially  No 

Size:  /Large  Medium  Small 

Notable  size  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species  in  San  Francisco. 

Comment:  Tree  is  mature  and  large. 

Age:  /Yes  No 

Significantly  advanced  age  for  the  species. 

Comment:  Tree  is  mature. 

Distinguished  form:  /Yes  No 

Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  species,  has  a majestic  quality  or  otherwise  unique  structure. 
Describe:  Tree  leans  significantly  to  the  east,  but  appears  to  be  stable. 

Tree  condition:  /Good Poor  Hazard 

Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a hazard 
Describe: 
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Historical  Yes  Partially  /.No 

Historical  Association:  Yes  /_  None  apparent 

Related  to  a historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 

Describe  nature  of  appreciation:  It  was  reported  to  me  that  a previous  land  owner,  before  the  condos 
were  built  and  the  area  was  row  houses,  may  have  information  on  when  the  trees  were  planted  and  by 
whom,  though  these  individuals  were  unreachable. 

Profiled  in  a publication  or  other  media:  Yes  / Unknown 

Tree  has  received  coverage  in  print,  internet,  video  media,  etc.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 


Environmental  Yes  Partially  /_  No 

Prominent  landscape  feature:  ^Yes  No 

A striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Describe:  Tree  is  located  in  the  center  of  the  courtyard.  It’s  lean  makes  the  physically  appearance  more 
striking. 

Low  tree  density:  Low  / Moderate  High 

Tree  exists  in  a neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 

Interdependent  group  of  trees:  /Yes  No 

This  tree  in  an  integral  member  of  a group  of  trees  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on 
adjacent  trees. 

Describe:  This  tree  may  have  supported  the  Norfolk  Island  Pine  by  providing  wind  shelter  while  the 
NEP  was  growing. 

Visible  or  Accessible  from  public  right-of-way:  Yes  /No 

High  visibility  and/or  accessibility  from  public  property. 

High  traffic  area:  Yes  /No 

Tree  is  located  in  an  area  that  has  a high  volume  of  vehicle,  pedestrian  or  bike  traffic  and  has  a 
potential  traffic  calming  effect. 

Important  wildlife  habitat:  Yes  /.No 

Species  has  a known  relationship  with  a particular  local  wildlife  species  or  it  provides  food,  shelter,  or 
nesting  to  specific  known  wildlife  individuals. 

Erosion  control:  Yes  /No 

Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 

Wind  or  sound  barrier:  Yes  No 

Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise. 

Describe:  Tree  may  provide  some  wind  shelter  to  the  neighboring  building,  however,  the  buildings  are 
taller  than  the  trees  and  this  is  not  likely.  Likewise,  the  trees  probably  are  not  able  to  provide  much  it 
the  way  of  sound  barriers  to  the  surrounding  buildings. 
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Urban  Forestry  Council 

Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 


3 


Cultural  Yes  / Partially  No 

Neighborhood  appreciation:  _/  Yes  None  apparent 

Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or 
related  to  tree,  etc.  Attach  documentation: 

Describe:  The  trees  are  located  in  the  courtyard  of  a large  building  complex.  To  nominate  this  tree,  the 
HOA’s  Board  of  Directors  met  to  discuss  the  merits  of  the  trees  and  agreed  to  nominated  them.  This 
shows  community  support  for  this  process. 

Cultural  appreciation:  Yes  /None  apparent 

Particular  value  to  certain  cultural  or  ethnic  groups  in  the  city. 

Planting  contributes  to  neighborhood  character:  /_Yes  No 

Tree  contributes  significantly  to,  or  represents,  neighborhood  aesthetic. 

Profiled  in  a publication  or  other  media:  Yes  / Unknown 

Tree  has  received  coverage  in  print,  internet,  video  media,  etc.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 

Prominent  landscape  feature:  /Yes  No 

A striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible:  Tree  is  large,  striking  and  located  in  the  center  of  the  courtyard.  It  is 
visible  form  all  parts  of  the  outdoor  space. 


Additional  comments 

This  is  a common  tree  in  San  Francisco,  but  the  way  it’s  growing  creates  more  interest  for  this 
specimen  than  the  typical  palm. 

This  form  is  for  tree  #2  located  on  the  Northern  edge  of  the  courtyard  and  property  line,  closer 
to  the  Norfolk  Island  Pine;  as  shown  in  the  following  diagram: 
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Landmark  Tree  Evaluation  Form  and  Criteria 
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SAN  FRANCISCO  URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 


Landmark  Tree  Nominalism  Form 

Disclaimer:  Any  information  you  include  on  this  form  will  be  part  of  the  public  record.  Anyone 
may  request  to  see  the  information  you  submit  for  a landmark  tree  nomination.  For  more  legal 
information,  see  the  last  page  of  this  form. 

Who  can  nominate  a landmark  tree? 

B The  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  and  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory 
Board  may  nominate  a tree. 

D The  head  of  a City  department  or  agency  may  nominate  a tree  on  property  under  their 
jurisdiction.  City  departments  and  agencies  should  conduct  an  internal  approval  process 
before  nominating  a tree. 

° A property  owner  may  nominate  a tree  on  his  or  her  property. 

° A member  of  the  public  may  ask  an  authorized  nominator  to  nominate  a tree. 

Please  note  that  a permit  will  be  required  for  any  future  removal  of  a landmark  tree. 

Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Code  810,  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  requests 
the  following  information. 

I am  one  of  the  following  authorized  nominators 
Property  owner 

□ Board  of  Supervisor  member 

□ Head  of  a city  department  or  agency 

□ Planning  Commission  member 

□ Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  member 


Authorized  nominator  (Supervisor,  Planning 
Commission,  Landmarks  Advisory  Board, 
Head  of  City  Department,  Property  Owner): 

Member  of  the  public  who  initiated  nomination 
(if  applicable): 

Su+-fe\r  Park MrOft 

Name 

Name  . . 

TnHO  S u:\frr  S\T~&rt 

Address 

7^0  (&0  Suittv 

Address 

Phone  (day) 

Phoney-day)  {Vwrth 

Trkt>i  &K  x i/ufe  . 

Fax  # 

Fax  # ^ _ 

M.I  S-to<i£ 

I am  an  authorized  nominator  and  I support 


Email  J CckX  y@  OiVi  pC,  <r£  • Vv^, 

Hoi  2=000 

I am  the  property  owner  and  I grant 


SAN  FRANCISCO  URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 


The  Urban  Forestry  Council  will  use  the  following  criteria  to  evaluate  each  potential  landmark 
tree.  If  you  need  more  space  to  describe  the  tree,  please  attach  additional  sheets. 


TREE  DESCRIPTION 

Tree  name  (species  and  common  name):  Pho-ffipi  Cfltp)  Si-^hs<s  Cww^  UW 

Number  of  trees:  ~t VJQ  0 £•  4u3  O 

Street  address:  Sutler  ParkWsx  Zo^(zqUo  SxrkfSic^d 

4\  (S*~ 

Location  of  Tree:  □ Front  yard  I^Rear  yard  □ Side  yard  □ Corner-side  yard 

□ Public  right-of-way  □ Public  lands  □ Not  sure 

□ Other: 


If  the  tree  which  extends  beyond  multiple  properties: 

Which  part  of  the  tree  does  so? 

□ Trunk  □ Canopy 
Where  in  the  neighboring  area? 

□ Front  yard  □ Rear  yard  □ Side  yard  □ Corner-side  yard 

GPS  units  (OPTIONAL):  


Height  -S  Q feet 

Average  canopy  width  I U?  feet 

Distance  from  one  edge  to  opposite  edge  of  tree  canopy 

Circumference  at  chest  level  'T/O  inches 

Distance  around  trunk  at  4.5  ft  off  the  ground.  htto://www.isa-arbor.com/Publications/tree-ord/heritaae.aspx 

Circumference  at  ground  level  _ inches 

Distance  around  trunk  on  the  ground  where  the  trunk  meets  the  soil. 


Page  2 


SAW  FRANCISCO  URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 


Rarij^ 


r/un 


Rarity: Rare  S/J-Incommon  Common 

Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco  or  other  geographic  regions. 


Comment:  _ 


Other 


Physical 


isaj 

s/  u 


Size:  V Large  Medium  Small 

Notable  size  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species  in  San  Francisco. 


Comment: 


Age:  Significantly  advanced  age  for  the  species. 

Comment:  poS&folfr  CATOo  \°i\5  ^ 


V V 


Distinguished  form:  Yes  No 

Tree  is  an  example  of  good  form  for  its  species,  has  a majestic  quality  or  otherwise  unique  structure. 


Describe: 


/g 


Tree  condition:  V Good  Poor  Hazard 

Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a hazard 


Describe: 


Historical 


Historical  Association:  Yes  V None  apparent 

Related  to  a historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 


Describe  nature  of  appreciation: 


Profiled  in  a pubHicatiom  or  other  media:  Yes  v Unknown 

Tree  has  received  coverage  in  print,  internet,  video  media,  etc.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 
Describe  coverage: 
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EnvfrftnmfiPfri 

Prominent  landscape  feature:  \/  Yes  No 

A striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 

Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible: 


/i 


Low  tree  density:  z_ Low  Moderate 

Tree  exists  in  a neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 
Describe: 


High 


Interdependent  group  of  frees:  \/  Ves  . No 

This  tree  in  an  integral  member  of  a group  of  trees  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on 
Describe:  \/£VM  r.(<W  'fb  /.a  Kri  l.cUiAfi pct&iA  jx 


y 


Yes 


No 


Visible  or  Accessible  from  public  right-of-way: 

High  visibility  ap^j/or  accessibility  from  public  property.  * . , ^ 

Describe:  V^\\  WvOrl  St CVljr  S t Ao  (bailie.  Wn  £ icU  c\r. 


High  traffic  area:  Yes  \/ No 

Tree  is  located  in  an  area  that  has  a higlvvolume  of  vehicle,  pedestrian  or  bike  traffic  and  has  a potential 
traffic  calming  effect. 

Describe: 


Important  wildlife  habitat:  Yes  *S  No 

Species  has  a known  relationship  with  a particular  local  wildlife  species  or  it  provides  food,  shelter,  or 
nesting  to  specific  known  wildlife  individuals. 


Erosion  control:  Yes  Mo 

Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 

Describe: 


Wind  or  sound  barrier:  y Yes  No 

Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise. 
Describe: 
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CuBftmrall 

/ 

Neighborhood  appreciation:  Yes  v/  None  apparent 

Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or 
related  to  tree,  etc.  Attach  documentation: 

Describe: 


Cultural  appreciation:  Yes 

Particular  value  to  certain  cultural  or  ethnic  groups  in  the  city. 
Describe  nature  of  appreciation: 


V 


None  apparent 


ir:  V Y€ 


Planting  contributes  to  neighborhood!  character:  V Yes  No 

Tree  contributes  significantly  to,  or  represents,  neighborhood  aesthetic. 

Describe  contribution: 


Profiied  in  a pubfiication  ©r  other  media:  Yes  j/jJn known 

Tree  has  received  coverage  in  print,  internet,  video  media,  etc.  attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 
Describe  coverage: 


Prominent  landscape  feature: 

A striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 
Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible: 

C AaC\X)  qu 


v Yes  No 

Ta.ry  floVk^i  rsnmin  uoiH) 


Additional  comments 
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SF  Environment 

Our  home.  Our  city.  Our  planet. 


GAVIN  NEWSOM 
Mayor 


DAVID  ASSMANN 
Acting  Director 

URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 

LANDMARK  TREE  AD  HOC  COMMITTEE  SPECIAL  MEETING  GOVERNMENT 

DRAFT  MEETING  MINUTES  DOCUMENTS  DEPT 


h/to/ 


Tuesday,  November  10,  2009,  4:00  p.m. 
City  Hall,  Room  421 
One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA 


APR  -8  2010 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


COMMITTEE  MEMBERS:  Malcolm  Hillan  (Chair),  Carolyn  Blair,  Jocelyn  Cohen,  Kelaine  Vargas 


Order  of  Business 


1 . Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  meeting  was  called  to  order  at 
4:03  p.m.  Present:  Chair  Hillan,  Members  Cohen  and  Vargas;  Excused:  Member  Blair. 

2.  Adoption  of  Corrected  Minutes  of  the  November  17,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Landmark  Tree  Committee  Regular  Meeting.  (Discussion  and  Action)  Upon  Motion  by 
Member  Vargas  and  second  by  Member  Cohen,  the  November  17,  2008  Meeting  Minutes 
were  approved  without  objection  (AYES:  Members  Cohen,  Hillan  and  Vargas;  Noes:  None; 
Absent:  Member  Blair)  (Explanatory  Document:  November  17,  2008  Approved  Minutes). 

3.  Hearing  on  Nomination  for  Landmark  Tree  Status.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  held  a 
hearing  to  determine  whether  the  trees  nominated  at  the  following  address  meets  the  criteria 
for  designation  as  landmark  trees.  (Discussion  and  Action) 

2040-2060  Sutter  Street,  SF,  CA  94115,  Assessor’s  Block  0678,  Lots  037-104 

• Norfolk  Island  Pine  (Araucaria  heteropylla)  (Explanatory  Documents.  Nomination 
Form  (PDF)  and  Staff  Evaluation) 

• Canary  Island  Date  Palm  #1  (Phoenix  canariensis)  (Explanatory  Documents: 
Nomination  Form  (PDF)  and  Staff  Evaluation) 

• Canary  Island  Date  Palm  #2  (Phoenix  canariensis)  (Explanatory  Documents: 
Nomination  Form  (PDF)  and  Staff  Evaluation) 

(Additional  Explanatory  Documents:  Images  of  Nominated  Trees  and  Committee 
Evaluations:  Committee  Chair  Hillan  and  Member  Vargas  Evaluations) 

Speaking  in  support  of  landmark  status  was  the  Condominium  Homeowners  Association 
representative,  project  sponsor,  and  one  of  the  owners  of  the  condominium  units,  Ms. 
Heather  Levin.  Mr.  Bill  Bagg  and  Ms.  Sharron  Long,  members  of  the  homeowners 
association  residing  at  2040-2060  Sutter  Street  and  condominium  unit  owners  also  spoke  in 


Department  of  the  Environment,  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Telephone:  (415)  355-3700  • Fax:  (415)  554-6393 
Email:  environment@sfqov.orq  • www.sfenvironment.orq 
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support  of  landmark  status.  Mr.  Bagg  inquired  about  the  number  of  Norfolk  Pines  in  San 
Francisco.  Council  Coordinator  Hui  stated  that  she  does  not  believe  there  is  a formal  count 
available.  Member  Vargas  stated  that  the  Department  of  Public  Works  inventory  lists  three 
Norfolk  Pine  street  trees  in  San  Francisco,  but  does  not  include  Golden  Gate  Park.  Chair 
Hillan  and  Coordinator  Hui  indicated  that  there  are  additional  trees  located  in  Golden  Gate 
Park  and  in  backyards. 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing,  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  voted  on  whether  to  approve 
or  reject  the  nominations.  Written  findings  will  be  adopted  to  support  the  Committee’s 
decision  and  will  be  forwarded  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  consider  at  their  December 
1 1 , 2009  meeting.  The  Council  will  forward  approved  nominations  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  for  further  consideration.  After  staff  and  Committee  evaluations  were  presented, 
testimony  heard  by  the  sponsor  of  the  nomination,  Ms.  Heather  Levin  and  public  comment 
was  received,  the  Committee  took  the  following  action: 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Cohen  and  second  by  Member  Vargas,  the  Norfolk  Island 
Pine  (Araucaria  heterophylla)  at  2040-2060  Sutter  Street  was  recommended  for 
landmark  tree  status  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  consider  at  their  December  11, 
2009  meeting.  (AYES:  Members  Cohen,  Hillan  and  Vargas;  Noes:  None;  Absent:  Member 
Blair) 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Cohen  and  second  by  Member  Vargas,  the  Canary  Island 
Date  Palm  #1  (Phoenix  canariensis)  at  2040-2060  Sutter  Street  was  recommended  for 
landmark  tree  status  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  consider  at  their  December  11, 
2009  meeting.  (AYES:  Members  Cohen,  Hillan  and  Vargas;  Noes:  None;  Absent:  Member 
Blair) 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Vargas  and  second  by  Member  Cohen,  the  Canary  Island 
Date  Palm  #2  (Phoenix  canariensis)  at  2040-2060  Sutter  Street  was  recommended  for 
landmark  tree  status  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  consider  at  their  December  11, 
2009  meeting.  (AYES:  Members  Cohen,  Hillan  and  Vargas;  Noes:  None;  Absent:  Member 
Blair) 

4.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items.  (Information  and  Discussion)  Member  Cohen 
requested  a future  discussion  regarding  amending  the  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance  so  that 
groups  and  groves  of  trees  could  be  landmarked. 

5.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Committee  on  matters  that  are 
within  the  Committee’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda.  There  was  no  public 
comment  at  this  time. 

6.  Adjournment.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  Landmark  Tree  Committee  Meeting  adjourned 
at  5:12  p.m. 


'Approved: 


SAM  R-'AN'SSt  ij  R RfiRfV  i OMJiM  id 


Landmark  Tree  Nomination  Form 


Disclaimer:  Any  information  you'  include  on  this  form  wili  be  part  of  the  public  record.  Anyone 
may  request  to  see  the  information  you  submit  for  a landmark  tree  nomination.  For  more  legal 
information,  see  the  last  page  of  this  form. 

Who  cars  nominate  a lartdhiark  tree? 

o The  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  and  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory 
Board  may  nominate  a tree. 

° The  head  of  a City  department  or  agency  may  nominate  a tree  on  property  under  their 
jurisdiction.  City  departments  and  agencies  should  conduct  an  internal  approval  process 
before  nominating  a tree. 

0 A property  owner  may  nominate  a tree  on  his  or  her  property. 

° A member  of  the  public  may  ask  an  authorized  nominator  to  nominate  a tree. 


Please  enofee  that  a permit  will  foe  required  for  araf  future  removal  ©f  a landmark  tree. 


Pursuant  to  Ordinance  0017-06  and  Public  Works  Cede  810,  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  requests 
the  following  information. 


I am  one  o^the  following  authorized  nominators 
GET  x Property  owner ' 

□ Board  of  Supervisor  member 

□ Head  of  a city  department  or  agency 

□ Planning  Commission  member 

□ Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  then 


Authorized  nominator  (Supervisor,  Planning 
Commission,  Landmarks  Advisory  Board, 
Head  of  City  Department,  Property  Owner):  - 


7/n  'Pixels, 


Member  of  the  public  who  initiated  nomination 
(if  applicable)*- — — — — — — — — 


Pmo  guBBism 
& M$m$  me 


- Name  V I VV  _ , 

Odr€^4b  5T row  65  A 


Mfra&a eure 


.-Oi 


Phone  (day) 


Fax# 


r and  I support  I am  the  property  owner  and  I grant 

permission  for  city  staff  to  evaluate  the 
nominated  tree  on  the  property  with  advance 
-—-..notice. 


XjteteTMwfe 

Signature^  2-Of  0 


•;  AN  l $u\  Up  KAN  RjRE.sTRv  (COUNCIL 

The  Urban  Forestry  Council  will  use  the  following  criteria  to  evaluate  each  potential  landmark 
tree.  If  you  need  more  space  to  describe  the  tree,  please  attach  additional  sheets. 

TREE  DESCRIPTION 

Tree  name  (species  and  common  name):  \Ui  A\  > k A t iih 

_ TWO  TRces  &te>(AJltiGr  4 Fe^t*  /tffWLT  WfatCH 
Number  of  trees: _ 

nz-iriKocc  cj-  j ......  (\,O  f ^f(n  4T( LU  ftd G&  A~7 CMN C 

5M  fUAtiClS&Of  CA  91131 

Location  Of  Tree:  [D  Front  yard  [V  Rear  yard  □ Side  yard  [I]  Comer-side  yard 

□ Public  right-of-way  □ Public  lands  □ Not  sure 

□ Other: 

Ve»$  hot  extend  beymjl 
multiple  payer fie*.  ' 

□ Front  yard  □ Rear  yard  D Side  yard  □ Corner-side  yard 


GPS  units  (OPTIONAL): 


Height 

(oO  feet  fi&TH  Tftses 

Average  canopy  width 

V5  feet  Tltees 

Distance  from  one  edge  to  opposite^^^trei 

'ISkna. 

Circumference  at  chest  level  9^  in* 

{(ft  inches 

Distance  around  trunk  at  4.5  ft  off  the  ground,  t 

lttD://www.lsa-arbor.com/Dublications/tree-ord/heritaae.asDx 

Circumference  at  ground  level  ll$  W 

?5  9 inches 

Distance  around  trunk  on  the  ground  where  the 

‘trunk  meets  the  soil. 

If  the  tree  which  extends  beyond  multiple  properties: 
Which  part  of  the  tree  does  so? 

□ Trunk  □ Canopy 
Where  in  the  neighboring  area? 
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Rasitw 


Rarity: _Rare  \/  Uncommon  Common  .Other 

Unusual  species  in  San  Francisco  or  other  geographic  regions. 


Comment:  _ -b  n-fW  r/xxsf  CkJhmnA  ixMs  m 

‘pfkfl.XYima'ic.o t So£&<z  ctM  all&c  nvefa^e,. 


Physical, 


Size:  V Large  Medium  Small 

Notable  size  compared  to  other  trees  of  the  same  species  in  San  Francisco. 


Comment: 


Age:  Significantly  advanced  age  for  the  species. 

Comment:  AtyftX.  OJjL  flf  ffieSe  \m£  1$  / / 0 CmSldMf  MCj 

4fi4  -liiis  cMcm  cm.  fiVe -foTe  M old ? ~fh&r 

ip  - I 

Distinguished  fordm  :f  ytr Yes)  ' No 

Tree  i/an  example  of  good  form  for  its  species,  has  a majestic  quality  or  otherwise  unique  structure. 
Describe: i 


Tree  condition:  V'  Good  Poor  Hazard 

Consider  overall  tree  health  and  structure,  and  whether  or  not  tree  poses  a hazard 


Describe: . Tfiftsa-  jftns  0£L  in  ei ccdkxj  heal-fti  tA/dk  M 

sbuiwal G-ah tejns. CmzJMmjj  ^kat  wm  \wt 

'famweJi  fr&m  ffu.  i kmeAidri  i/icimfw  in  fhi  [<xzf  ftn  yaws, 

Historical  -H[0U  Oft  nof  Y[&eA\ na  -fo  OMwfe  f W (('tiki',  (hwioiz-ej 

jY&els  (jOext-  <^ooJ\  'ToJcK  Wood  -\yVj£js>„  J 

Historical  Association:  y Yes  None  apparent 

Related  to  a historic  or  cultural  building,  site,  street,  person,  event,  etc. 

Describe  nature  of  appreciation: . jms  aft  amom  in  Vmf  oyAm 

of  &.  iMl-^newn  p&ifcm  i o'  6m  JLGb  \ oAsh.cz>.  u)ko 

ha-5  livfcc!  k&rn.  wns.v/  1 

Profiled  in  a publication  or  other  media:  J Yes  v Unknown 

Tree  has  received  coverage  in  print,  internet,  video  media,  etc.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 

Describe  coverage: 
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Environmental 

Prominent  landscape  feature:  y Yes  No 

A striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature.  , / ' ( { T 

Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible: JVV0J>  fkf(L  l/US/bl-^ 


Viiocks  iV.iHosf'  ■ 


Low  tree  density:  Low  V Moderate 

Tree  exists  in  a neighborhood  with  very  few  trees. 
Describe: 


_High 


y y< 


Interdependent  group  of  trees:  V Yes  No 

This  tree  in  an  integral  member  of  a group  of  trees  and  removing  it  may  have  an  adverse  impact  on 

Describe:  _ "es'Tk^  jwo.frpj26  nr, v,  \l<ivy  dejpmriuiM  on  uu\\  dji&jr. 


M.rl  frnd  Ifiof  \o,  (ojy\o\/oX  Wl^Uouf  CjA\fQVSa\\j  4^  ofW\ 

\/  Yes  N 


Visible  or  Accessible  from  public  right-of-way: 

High  visibility  and/or  accessibility  from  public  property.  . » p , If/1 

' yVsibilifa frnlu, Nor  access  Ik  I L jvtrm 


Describe: 


accessibility 

w 

p U.I?  I [ c 


High  traffic  area:  Yes  \/ Mo 

Tree  is  located  in  an  area  that  has  a high  volume  of  vehicle,  pedestrian  or  bike  traffic  and  has  a potential 
traffic  calming  effect. 

Describe: 


Important  wildlife  habitat:  V7  Yes  No 

Species  has  a known  relationship  with  a particular  local  wildlife  species  or  it  provides  food,  shelter,  or 
nesting  to  specific  known  wildlife  individuals. 


Erosion  control: 

Tree  prevents  soil  erosion. 
Describe: . 


\f ft 

(kCQe... 


^nrWint} dfi  (a.  sfe puty 


Ifl  dl-7  icU  mJ  afd  i MpcjYfafa  m y <?£. \ 

V Yes  I 


IMS icrn 


Wind  or  sound  barrier:  V Yes  No 

Tree  reduces  wind  speed  or  mitigates  undesirable  noise. 
Describe: ; 
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Cultural 


Neighborhood  appreciation:  V Yes  None  apparent 

Multiple  indicators  such  as  letters  of  support,  petition,  outdoor  gatherings,  celebrations  adjacent  or 
related  to  tree,  eta  Attach  documentation-  , i i , 

Describe: IVl  I- l/.l.' ■>  MM.  eXJ^SS&d 


uescrioe: fjv  inu.'t  i/[^[  u\nnnv  s « ua  n u 

V-ft i,e  b mdj  iaM^ 


Cultural  appreciation:  Yes 

Particular  value  to  certain  cultural  or  ethnic  groups  in  the  city. 
Describe  nature  of  appreciation: 


_None  apparent 


%f Yes  N 


Planting  contributes  to  neighborhood  character: 

Tree  contributes  significantly  to,, or  represents,  neighborhood  aesthetic.  . « / \, 

tW_- 


Describe  contribution: 


ly  to^or 

■ Ttu 


-JUifajCld — fo&aukj  flT  jhiz &lm  n ekjrkaLk  aadL 

Profiled  in  a publication  or  other  media:  Yes  Unknown 

Tree  has  received  coverage  in  print,  internet,  video  media,  etc.  Attach  documentation  if  appropriate. 
Describe  coverage: 


y/yes  No 

pert  ixt  Ae  oj. 

(Jpllz&s fij|7(fra,|  of  a pzAuUu^ g-cosysfetn,, 


Prominent  landscape  feature: 

A striking  and  outstanding  natural  feature. 
Describe,  attach  photo  if  possible: 


Additional  comments 


"These  jre£j  Ha  i/e  \)mn  & op 


eta-fire  To  4ka.-f  Z 
hei/e  Ifi TlA  kest,  ml  t Mml  $22  fW  fitly 

Will  l)e  prt'fecfpj  Ai/Hcf  preserl/iJ  Try" 


-32 C HiMLt . 
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If  you  have  any  questions  about  this  form,  tree  terms  or  tree  concepts,  please  contact  the 
Urban  Forestry  Council  staff  (below).  It  is  acceptable  if  you  cannot  provide  some  of  the 
information  requested  on  this  form. 

A photograph  of  the  tree  must  be  submitted  with  this  form. 

Please  attach  optional  supporting  documents  such  as  letters,  arborist  report,  etc. 

Send  to:  Urban  Forestry  Council,  c/o  Mei  Ling  Hui,  11  Grove  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
OR  meiling.hui@sfgov.org 

Any  information  you  submit  will  be  part  of  the  public  record. 

The  Public  Records  Act  defines  a "public  record”  broadly  to  include  "any  writing  containing  information  relating  to  the  conduct  of  the 
public's  business  prepared,  owned,  used  or  retained  by  any  state  or  local  agency,  regardless  of  the  physical  form  or  characteristics." 
Govt.  Code  § 6252(e).  The  Sunshine  Ordinance  defines  "public  information"  as  the  content  of  "public  records"  as  defined  in  the 
Public  Records  Act.  Admin  Code  § 67.20(b).  Pursuant  to  the  Public  Records  Act  and  Sunshine  Ordinance,  this  document  is  a public 
record«and  will  be  available  to  the  public  upon  request,  at  the  hearing  site,  at  the  San  Francisco  Main  Library,  and  on  the  Urban 
Forestry  Council's  website.  Admin  Code  §g  8.16,  67.7  (b),  and  67.21(a). 


Application  received  date 

Received  by 

Tree  evaluation  form 

UFC  recommendation  date 

Board  of  SuDervIsors  Decision 

Landmark  Tree  # 

Title  recorded  date 
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GAVIN  NEWSOM 
Mayor 


DAVID  ASSMANN 
Acting  Director 


URBAN  FORESTRY  COUNCIL 


LANDMARK  TREE  AD  HOC  COMMITTEE  SPECIAL  MEETING 
APPROVED  MEETING  MINUTES 


lo. 


GOVERNMENT 


Tuesday,  November  10,  2009,  4:00  p.m. 
City  Hall,  Room  421 
One  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA 


pop  IM ENT'S  uEPT 


aPR  I 5 20- 


committee  MEMBERS:  Malcolm  Hillan  (Chair),  Carolyn  Blair,  Jocelyn  Cohen, 


Order  of  Business 


1 . Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  meeting  was  called  to  order  at 
4:03  p.m.  Present:  Chair  Hillan,  Members  Cohen  and  Vargas;  Excused:  Member  Blair. 

2.  Adoption  of  Corrected  Minutes  of  the  November  17,  2008  Urban  Forestry  Council 
Landmark  Tree  Committee  Regular  Meeting.  (Discussion  and  Action)  Upon  Motion  by 
Member  Vargas  and  second  by  Member  Cohen,  the  November  17,  2008  Meeting  Minutes 
were  approved  without  objection  (AYES:  Members  Cohen,  Hillan  and  Vargas;  Noes:  None; 
Absent:  Member  Blair)  (Explanatory  Document:  November  17,  2008  Approved  Minutes). 

3.  Hearing  on  Nomination  for  Landmark  Tree  Status.  The  Landmark  Tree  Committee  held  a 
hearing  to  determine  whether  the  trees  nominated  at  the  following  address  meets  the  criteria 
for  designation  as  landmark  trees.  (Discussion  and  Action) 

2040-2060  Sutter  Street,  SF,  CA  94115,  Assessor’s  Block  0678,  Lots  037-104 

• Norfolk  Island  Pine  (Araucaria  heteropylla)  (Explanatory  Documents:  Nomination 
Form  (PDF)  and  Staff  Evaluation) 

• Canary  Island  Date  Palm  #1  (Phoenix  canariensis)  (Explanatory  Documents: 
Nomination  Form  (PDF)  and  Staff  Evaluation) 

• Canary  Island  Date  Palm  #2  (Phoenix  canariensis)  (Explanatory  Documents: 
Nomination  Form  (PDF)  and  Staff  Evaluation) 

(Additional  Explanatory  Documents:  Images  of  Nominated  Trees  and  Committee 
Evaluations:  Committee  Chair  Hillan  and  Member  Vargas  Evaluations) 

Speaking  in  support  of  landmark  status  was  the  Condominium  Homeowners  Association 
representative,  project  sponsor,  and  one  of  the  owners  of  the  condominium  units,  Ms. 
Heather  Levin.  Mr.  Bill  Bagg  and  Ms.  Sharron  Long,  members  of  the  homeowners 
association  residing  at  2040-2060  Sutter  Street  and  condominium  unit  owners  also  spoke  in 
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support  of  landmark  status.  Mr.  Bagg  inquired  about  the  number  of  Norfolk  Pines  in  San 
Francisco.  Council  Coordinator  Hui  stated  that  she  does  not  believe  there  is  a formal  count 
available.  Member  Vargas  stated  that  the  Department  of  Public  Works  inventory  lists  three 
Norfolk  Pine  street  trees  in  San  Francisco,  but  does  not  include  Golden  Gate  Park.  Chair 
Hillan  and  Coordinator  Hui  indicated  that  there  are  additional  trees  located  in  Golden  Gate 
Park  and  in  backyards. 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing,  the  Landmark  Tree  Committee  voted  on  whether  to  approve 
or  reject  the  nominations.  Written  findings  will  be  adopted  to  support  the  Committee’s 
decision  and  will  be  forwarded  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  consider  at  their  December 
1 1 , 2009  meeting.  The  Council  will  forward  approved  nominations  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  for  further  consideration.  After  staff  and  Committee  evaluations  were  presented, 
testimony  heard  by  the  sponsor  of  the  nomination,  Ms.  Heather  Levin  and  public  comment 
was  received,  the  Committee  took  the  following  action: 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Cohen  and  second  by  Member  Vargas,  the  Norfolk  Island 
Pine  (Araucaria  heterophylla)  at  2040-2060  Sutter  Street  was  recommended  for 
landmark  tree  status  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  consider  at  their  December  11, 
2009  meeting.  (AYES:  Members  Cohen,  Hillan  and  Vargas;  Noes:  None;  Absent:  Member 
Blair) 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Cohen  and  second  by  Member  Vargas,  the  Canary  Island 
Date  Palm  #1  (Phoenix  canariensis)  at  2040-2060  Sutter  Street  was  recommended  for 
landmark  tree  status  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  consider  at  their  December  11, 
2009  meeting.  (AYES:  Members  Cohen,  Hillan  and  Vargas;  Noes:  None;  Absent:  Member 
Blair) 

Upon  Motion  by  Member  Vargas  and  second  by  Member  Cohen,  the  Canary  Island 
Date  Palm  #2  (Phoenix  canariensis)  at  2040-2060  Sutter  Street  was  recommended  for 
landmark  tree  status  to  the  Urban  Forestry  Council  to  consider  at  their  December  11, 
2009  meeting.  (AYES:  Members  Cohen,  Hillan  and  Vargas;  Noes:  None;  Absent:  Member 
Blair) 

4.  New  Business/Future  Agenda  Items.  (Information  and  Discussion)  Member  Cohen 
requested  a future  discussion  regarding  amending  the  Landmark  Tree  Ordinance  so  that 
groups  and  groves  of  trees  could  be  landmarked. 

5.  Public  Comment:  Members  of  the  public  may  address  the  Committee  on  matters  that  are 
within  the  Committee’s  jurisdiction  and  are  not  on  today’s  agenda.  There  was  no  public 
comment  at  this  time. 

6.  Adjournment.  The  Urban  Forestry  Council  Landmark  Tree  Committee  Meeting  adjourned 
at  5:12  p.m. 

‘Approved:  April  13,  2010 
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